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LA As L find that ſome FE ogy entertain \ the 


notbn that Mr. Fraſer could not have recovered 


payment of the ſum in the Note of hand, without 


production of the account current, for the balance 
of vhich it bore to be given, and from thence ſeem 
5 willing to infer that he cannot Have examined tie 
Note; have! ſtated the queſtion to the Hon. 
8 Thomas Erſkine, and 19 8 ne to refer” to the caſe | 
and mg . e 
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A. B. Jr whoin and © D. her jy = 5 


an account current for monies advanced and paid 
in a courſe of ſeveral years, gave Wy! promiſſory ; 


Note of the ts tenor: 5 


46 London, 1 17, WY „ 
1 e to pay to > C. D. or his order, the fam 
00 10001. (ſay) one thouſand pounds ſterling, 2998 5 


the balance of « our account to this 4%. 3 
: Sign... 8 3. 


. . 13 1 x 
$0 ES £48 


20% 8 Your” opinion is ehe! 


. to entitle C. D. to recover, upon Mas 
Note, at common law, in an action againſt the 1 
executors > A. B. he is 8 to ſupport it by 

oY A 2” 5 e 
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[i = 
production of the account referred 667 Or r is not © 


1 mere production of the Note — to IN : 
eure a won A 


' * 


OPINION. 


The "raking of the Note is cufflciens: to 
maintain the action, without Proof of the actual 
balance due at the time the Note is dated. Sup- 
| poſing the Note to have been given by. A. B. 
under a palpable. miſtake appearing on the face of 
the account, his executors, might inſiſt on that 


require the moſt poſitive and unequivocal falſifica- 3 
tion of the account by them, to ayoid A. 25 8 ad- 
| wiſſion and age to pay. | 


bag Bog Han, EY 1. | ERSKINE. 
on. 2p! . roy 1 


'I addition" to his reſpectable Aris I may 5 


Ss Kent, chat Mr. Fraſer has not alleged that he 
= was under any legal obligation to produce the 
I account; but has, in | the moſt explicit terms, af. 2 
© firmed the contrary. © I reſted the Note on its 
=. e own ground, meaning, that I did not confider it 
1 incumbent on me to produce any. collateral oY 
| 5 . EL entitle te myſelf to dnt An. Be Fo TA 
1 1 
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miſtake by way of defence; but i it would even then 5 
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Wo 


| 7 "7 AE ; Toke are * bo: Five 5 12 


a complete View: both of the Charge, and 
of what has been alledged by Mr. Fra- 
3 in erculpation, without the  neceſſi ity 

Re” reading either the Narrative or the 
_ Anfever. + At the ſame time, the Reader, if 7 
7 ed of the Anſwer, is earneſtly intreated EE 
10 lurn lo it, accordii ing to the References, to ” 
be convinced that Ten is here mi e or 0 
mn ee e $5 


15 2 Bs: 
N # "#% 93 0 2 
1 
1. = a Wart 8 
by a N 
* e * . 
| N „ 
2 0 1 7 | 
| - kad * 
5 | $a * , FEE : 
* i | 15 1 
. * | 
S. 
N w_ 4 5 
„ 
0 i 
( 


* Y 1 7 
— — CA ed ON AE — 2 — So 0 es” 
ON „ 


— — Ä EEE ys 
. 
= 
A p 


* gs 


— 2 


—ͤE—— 2 — — — 
5 * 6" 1 
9 


% * L 
R 
— — — 


Concluſion from the premiſes n 1 
Examination of the 8 __ which Mu. 1 8 


Fraſer relies, in proof of his innocence = 


T hat be deſcribed the note as for money lent 
. he promiſed to deliver the account current 
| That he — che note as Littinet from the 


The clophant account in his _— being with » 


C ON T * N T * 


| „ * 
TAT E of faQts, 1 not controverted * e 3 
= Inferences from thoſe facts 5 14 1 
bY The ſtory now told by Mr. F raſer, which reſt . 
on his own aſſertion 4 - 2 4 Es 
| Granting it to be true, he is convicted of deceit | e 
and fallehood = 23 = „„ 
7 he ſtory ſhown, however, to be incredible P * 
5 The falſehood of it demonſtrated oo Ys 1955 


51 DIY 


account — OS e 48 8 
3 That be 8 e See chat the ſcheme i im- . 
puted to him could not ſucceed .  - | 40 . 
1 8 Examination” of Mr. Fraſer's brei upon the 8 
cCc.ullateral circumſtances, ſtated in the Narratiye 
8 T he mutilation of the letter of 12th September 1780. | 56 


beld — - - 59 ; 
The . of the letter of it Decor 1780 "- 
| Concluſion from a compariſon of the oa 1 
for, and proofs againſt, him 67 

The charge againſt Colonel Hannay's J executors. 1 
| ſhortly conſidered - „ 68 3 
Vives of Mr, Steyart's conduct „ oY 


M 
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Nane 


Y to the tranſactions between Mr. Fraſer | 


Frith all the reſpe& and diffidence that became : 
me as a private individual. My truſt and belief 
as, that I ſhould have no need to repeat the 


for the India direction confirmed my opinion, that 
he would take the advice I gave him, not to con- 
tinue to preſs himſelf into notice, but prudently to 
withdraw from the obſervation of ſociety a cha- 
racter which he muſt be conſcious can be known 855 
only to its diſhonour. But as he has endeavoured to 
anſwer the charge by miſrepreſentation, fiction, and 
falſehood, and indulged himſelf in the moſt out- 
rageous invective _ me, I have no option 


7 HEN 1 folicited POE attention of the Public Lt 


and the executors. of Colonel Hannay, Fad x 


intruſion; and the iſſue of Mr. Fraſer's canvaſs _ 


>, B | | I about 


"3 exculpate myſelf. 


conſiderable ingenuity. The principal matter i 


circumſtances are brought forward and dwelt upon 
| and this, joined to a tone of confidence which Mr 
_ Fraſer's cauſe certainly does not juſtify, may have 
had a momentary effect in miſleading. It is m 


8 ms to give the queſtion its true . and 


made to involve tao. queſtions ; the original one, 
whether he intended to defraud the executors © 
Colonel Hannay? and that which he has in- 
grafted upon it, whether I am a raſh and malicious] 
_ accuſer? If the affirmative of the firſt is proved, 
a diſcuſſion of the laſt will appear-to ſome of little 
importance. But there are others, and I hope not 
a few, who will be glad to ſee my conduct vin- 
dicated, and whom I am anxious to convince that | 
I did not wantonly, without provocation or from 
_ improper motives, attack Mr Fraſer's character, 
or endeayour to draw the attention of the Public 
to a ſubje& not generally intereſting. 1 propoſe 
therefore ſo to arrange what I am now to offer, 
that readers of the former claſs may ſtop ſhort 
where * Pleaſe; ; thoſe of the latter will een 


12 7 


about at eflabliſhing his guilt, while at the fame tim 


My Narrative has been controverted, as to fad 
in a few particulars which ſerve to atteſt its genera 
accuracy, The Anſwer is a work of time, and « 


' purpoſely thrown into the ſhade, whilſt immateriz 


T he diſpute between Mr. Fraſer and 1 me is now 


ts 1 ; 

to the: concluſion, to which 1 reſerve what wrd, 
N 3 

As this paper may ünbey cl come into othe kent 
5 of ſome perſons who are not poſſeſſed of the Nar- 


rative, I ſhall take the liberty of 're-ſtating the 


material facts ſimply and connectedly. To enable 


many to form a 1 Og more A8 5 


zs neceſſary. 


Mr. Fraſer iredeirad a regular We — 


not contro- 


5 merchant; he was long in buſineſs, his dealings verted, 


were mme 3 and his attention ENT O's re- 


markable. N 

The money nie deren un and e 
late Colonel Hannay commenced in 1773, and 
continued from that time, without ene till 
the Colonel death in 1782. 
On the Zoth of April 177 8 Mr. Keake: th + 


88 to Colonel Hannay their account current. 
—̃ that time, brought to a balance, which was in 


5 favour of Mr. Fraſer C. 829: 9 0 ſterling. On 
5 the Zoth of April 1776, he delivered another 8 
count, the firſt article of which was the balance of 
the former, and the balance of this was n = 


Colonel Hannay L. 923: 6: 6. 


On the gth of October . Mr. Fraſer 
7 made out a third account, which began with tbe 
balance of the preceding ane, and the balance 


was now in his favour, C* R* 10, 120: 8: 6, or 


| G £5 1012: 1:0 ſterling. This account Mr. Fraſer 
ſent Colonel Hannay incloſed i in a letter, in theſe a 


. terms: As it is faid that ſhort. accounts make TOY 


B F bs 


tx 1 


cc long friends; 1 hurry my edu or rather the 


cc continuation, to your hands. I you approve, 
« ſend me a chit or ſomething: in the promiſſory way, 
c acknowledging that you this day owe me ſo much 

c money, that ſhould we walt of, 0 our Hos yy have 
« no diſpute.” 


The anſwer to this letter Mr. F rafkr han not To. 


. Fs proper to produce; but it is an agreed fact, 
that Colonel Hannay ſent him the following Note: 
c Buxar, October 13th 1776, I promiſe to pay 
c to James F raſer, Eſq. or his order, the ſum of 
C' R. 10, 120: 8: 6: fay ten thouſand one 
c hundred and twenty current rupees eight annas 
and fix pice, . the balance of our account 


c to this day. AxxxaNDERN HAN NAv.“ 


The money ede between chem proceeded 5 


as formerly till 178 1, and on the 3oth of April 
that year, Mr. Fraſer delivered another account, 
wich did not, according to his former practice, 

| begin with the balance of the laſt, but included 
all the tranſactions from the 3oth of September 

1773 downwards, particularly the whole articles of 
the accounts made out and delivered in 1775 and 
1776, in one continued chain, without noticing the 


ſeveral balances which had been ſtruck, or the 25 | 


miſſory note of 13th October 1776. 


In this account, intereſt at 10 per cent. was 


ſtated upon all the advances made to Colonel 5 


Appen. 
. oP” 


Hannay from 1773, though none had been in- 
cluded in the former accounts; and Mr. Fraſer 


Explained his reaſon 1 in the letter which incloſed it. : 


68 It 5 


· 9 1 


bc] 1 was not my intention originally to have 
ce charged you intereſt, but as ſuch a length of 
„time has intervened, and that I have invariably 
paid intereſt to every man of whom I have had 
money, you would not, I am ſure, thank me 
e for omitting to ſtate an intereſt account with 
you. It is in this perſuaſion that I have adopted 
the general cuſtom of buſineſs, and 5 0 own in- 5 Ts 
variable mode of ſtating accounts. | 


| Notwithſtanding this addition to the its the 


| balance-due' by Colonel Hannay to Mr. Fraſer | 
upon their: whole tranſaction thus ſtated, was now 
reduced to C' R* 6842: 3: 2, or £. 684: 4: 6 
ſterling, and conſequently the e Note af. p 
| 13th October 1776 for {.1012:1: o, which re- 
mained with Mr. Fraſer, ſtood as a e for no 
more. | Regularly, it ſhould have been given up, 
and a new acknowledgment | for the real fum _ 
due taken, or at leaſt ſome endorſement ſhould | 
have been made, but neither of theſe was done. 


Upon the Zoth of April 1782, Mr. F raſer this! 


to Colonel Hannay another account, commencing 
with the balance of that made out the preceding 
year, C. R 6842 : 3: 2. This account was not 
balanced, but it thereby appeared that the Colonel's 
debt to Mr. Fraſer was reduced to C. . 
15: 8, or L. 31: 9 : o ſterling.— It was tranſmit- 
ted to Colonel Hannay at Lucknow, where he was 
- * his affairs, makes. by his brother, Mr. 
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Juohnſton Hannay, to whom he mentioned that he 


oyed Mr. Fraſer nothing of any fize. 

[ Colonel Hannay left Lucknow in June 

f | | 1782, and went to Calcutta, where he died 
{ol the beginning of September following, having 
bt 1 appointed ſeveral executors by his will, and his 
1 TE 1 Mr. Ramſay Hannay, became the _ 
WW es About the fame period Mr. Fraſer came to 
th | 5 te and from that time, while he continued in 

Fl 15 India, lived either in the town, or at a place enn 
Wl four or five miles of it, having all his books 4d 
li 5 papers with. him. When he mentions being in 
il the country in his ſubſequent. letters, the nes near 
1 5 Calcutta juſt now mentioned is meant. 
0 TR Soon after Colonel Hannay s death, Mr. Fraſer, «-.-M 
1 d as the attorney of Colonel Harper, who had bern 
io partner with Colonel Hannay in a contract for 
= ſupplying elephants to the Nabob Sujah 'Dowlah, 

b I! made a demand upon the executors; and he like- 
iN © wife mentioned in general terms, that he had a de- 

| a mämand in his own right, but that be would 5p: 88 

| | it till Colonel Harpers buſineſs was finiſhed, 

= The elephant concern having been tbe by 
18 Colonel Hannay, it was incumbent on his repre- 
ſentatives to produce the accounts; but they could 
[Ki 


not be found, and the buſineſs thereby became 
very intricate and was made the ſubject of an arbi- 
tration. It was diſcovered that Colonel Hannay 
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| had 205 no . N and had left his 
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Papers i in the greateſt confuſion. It was ful pected 
that many of them had been loſt during dc dis 


turbances in 1781, which were the conſequences 


ol the Benares inſurrection. 


Mr. Fraſer, by repeated letters, preſſed = 


| cm to make an accurate ſearch for the 


accounts; and the anſwers he received were, that 
all their diligence was to no purpoſe. In the 
courſe of the buſineſs, Mr. Fraſer exhibited and 
atteſted, as a rue copy of a letter he wrote to 
Colonel Hannay upon the 12th off September 
| 1780, what follows: “ I wrote you the gth 
-* inſtant, covering extract of a letter from Colonel 
« Harper, and preſſing you to haſten the adjuſt- 
« ment of his account, which I now earneſtly en- 


= 


x Toe 


treat. I begged of you alſo in my laſt, to let 


„ me have a bill on Calcutta for 5 or 6000 ru- 


Appen 1 


- . 


8 Wy pees on my own account : ſhould. you have any 55 


ec caſb i in Calcutta that you can command, will you 


a 


oblige me by an order for 20,000 rupees, and I % : : 

ee will thank you if you do.” The original letter 
was afterwards diſcovered, but not till an award 
concer ring Colonel Harper s buſineſs had been 


given, and at the ſame time that diſcoveries were 
made which effectually put an end to Mr. Fraſer's 
private claim. "The: concluding paſſage in the 
original letter was found to differ from the 
copy, and to ſtand thus: © Should you have 
«any caſh in Calcutta that you can command, 
; © will you * me by an order for 20,000 ru. 
=o. EC. "uh 
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cc pees, to be replaced within two 447507 1 will 


« thank you if 1 you do.” T he letter of the gth 
of September, referred to in this of the I 2th, 
Mr. Fraſer did not produce. e 200 


The diſcuſſion of Colonel Harper . dünnes 


9 laſted from October 1782, to February 1783, b 
when an award was made, and the money de- e 
clared to be due to him, paid by the executors 
5 to Mr. Fraſer. Soon after Mr. Fraſer delivered 
to Mr. Ramſay Hannay, an account current be- 
tween him and the late Colonel Hannay, which 
Was a tranſcript of that he had ſent to the Colonel 
himſelf in April 1782, beginning with the balance 
of C' R* 6842 : 3: 2, ſtruck in April 178 2. 
5 Upon the face of this account there appeared, as 
has been mentioned, to be owing to Mr. Fraſer | 
no more than H. 31: 9 o, and Mr. Ramſay 
Hannay obſerving that it was about what he had 
ſuppoſed it to be, immediately offered to pay it; 
but Mr. Fraſer ſaid, that was not all, for he 
; had another demand upon the eſtate for the con- 
tents of a promiſſory Note, which the Colonel 
owed him. This Note he produced, being the 
very Note which has been ſtated as given for the 
balance of the account in 1776, and from his 
mouth Mr. Hannay took a memorandum of the 
| ſum, 1 4H 10,120: 8: 6. 


Mr. Ramſay H annay 8 to Mr. F = 


his ſurpriſe at chis eee ending that the 


accounts he 


4] 


nic boteen kü d the Cobalt Been 


delivered ſo recently before the death of the latter, 


and the eaſy circumſtances in which he died. 
Mr. Fraſer agreed that it might ſeem ſurpriſing, 


but obſerved that Mr. Hannay could be noftranger _- 
to the indolent diſpoſition of the Colonel; e 


added, that he had often promiſed payment. 


Mr. Hannay communicated this to his bens, 
| Mr. Johnſton Hannay, who was ſtill more ſur- 
priſed, as remembering the Colonel's declaration at 


Lucknow. The only account which they had ſeen ; 
: purported. to be a general one, and a continua- 


tion of former accounts beginning with a balance. 


L It might, or it might not include the Note; or 


the Note might have been otherwiſe ſatisfied. 


3 They reſolved, therefore, to make a ſtrict ſearch 


355 amongſt the Papers of their deceaſed brother; but 


in the mean time, to prevent any miſapprehenſion 
of the nature and extent of Mr. Fraſer's demand, 


Mr. Ramſay Hannay wrote to him, deſiring to Appen: , 
| know if the promiſſory Note was independent of _ — : 


the balance of the account current; to which Mr. 
: K raſer anſwered explicitly, that it was, 


The Meſſrs. Hannays proceeded | in. 3 "TY ; 


; (0). 8 


5 uk made no diſcovery, Their ſuſpicion, how- | 
ever, that the Note had been paid, continuing, 


55 they applied again to Mr. F raſer, deſiring an an- 
ſwer to theſe plain queſtions: On what occaſion 


date of it? 


— (8). 
was the Note granted? and why i it was not inſerted _ 
in the accounts current ſent i in fubſequent to the 


. Mr. 


— = ; 25 
W — => * 
Mrs «ls — p —— 


— . | 
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Mr. Fraſer of anſwer I ſhall Pa info at length, 


| becauſe much of map SITE as well as N 1s 


founded on it. 


Appen. 1 


or . 


A 


or 


A. 5 
KN 


a 
* 


2 
* 


e D Sj: ren 5 
« J have no demand on your late brother; but 5 


what is conſtituted by his promiſſory Note, and 


the ſmall balance of the open account; both 
originated from money advanced ſolely to accom- 


e modate his convenience, as often thankfully ac- 5 
% knowledged by him. I did not chuſe to involve 
the Note which I held of nearly equal validity ü 


with a bond, in an account current, from which | 


cc it was diſtinct, and on which there was a balance 


due to me; and he did not defire it. T had, 
' moreover, ſome difficulties | about intereſt. Y 


After the amendment of his money concerns, I | 
c frequently ſignified the wiſh to be reimburſed 


both, without preſſing it, He ſuggeſted dif- 


' ferent modes of liquidating | the debt, 'to - 


fave the exchange on his money, &c. &c. and 


laſt year he aſſured me, that he had, the Auguſt | 
6 preceding, tranſmitted me bills on you for a 


« conſiderable amount, but I never received chem, 
. 


nor any A 1 


« P. S. The Note is %% I * 08: 19%, 


00 for current rupees 10, 120: 8: 63 and 2 


« lieve intereſt is chargeable o on it to the time ir of. bis 2 


, « death at leaſt *. . 


* This P. 85 Was 3 to 7 orinced ju in my y Narraye. 5 


It was not to be expected chat Mr. F raſer hoglg iaſerz it in 
; his Anſwer. | OE TnL 


Mr. 


„„ 

Mr. Feb appears to have thought that 9 
W would remove all difficulties, and therefore 
ſoon after wrote another, begging en as ſoon 
5 as convenient, and W 4 15 debt 55 dit 8447130 


= omit Note, dated VV 


5 „ eee 
Intereſt thereon from the 1 fiTg wy OT IRE WY | 
date to 13th Auguſt = YA 0 OO 


178, 10 per cent. $903: 10 0 


— — 


16,024: 2. + - 


= But Ai executors chk now ern ſome papers 
which encreaſed their ſuſpicion of Mr. F n 
| thoughthey had not yet found his account of 1781 
dme balance of which was carried into that he had 
delivered them. Mr. Hannay therefore wrote him, — G. 
deſiring other vouchers, particularly the account 
from which the balance of C* R 6842: 3: 2 was 
taken. Mr. Fraſer anfwered, expreſſing ſurpriſe — c. 
at being called on for vouchers in ſupport of the 
promiſſory Note, written and ſubſcribed by the 
deceaſed, and ſignifying his opinion that the Note 


by itſelf /ufficiently eftabliſhed the debt in law; and 


15 concluding, , will ſend you. the account you 
cc want, as ſoon as I can get it copied, but my 
cc writer has been ſick, and abſent from me theſe 
| * three weeks.“ The next morning he wrote 
again, that he never meant to add to the validity Appen- 
of that inſtrument, nor conceived it neceſſary, dix . 
5 . the Note upon its own wund. without 
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complete evidence of his guilt. 
accounts between him and Colonel Hannay, from 
whence it manifeſtly appeared that the Note now | 
claimed was merged in the account made up 
Zoth of April 1781, the balance of which being 
carried to the ſubſequent account, whereupon Mr. 
Fraſer claimed only J. 31 : 
ſequently was the whole he had a right to. 
vinced that his conduct could not be attributed to 
miſtake, and hurt particularly by his laſt letter, they 
| reſolved not to give him notice of the diſcovery, 
1] but to ſee how far he would go, and with that view 
gave their inſtructions to their ſolicitors Meſſrs. 
Starks of Calcutta, to ſue Mr. Fraſer for delivery 
5 of the Note. It occurred to them ſoon after, that | 
Mr. Fraſer might pretend he had ſent the Note to 


1E 1 
aſking, or wiſhing any favour a at Call to it from the 7 
executors. 


Unfortunately for Mr. Fraſer; whilſt he was ** | 
ſetting the executors at defiance, they diſcovered 


They found all the : 
the 


9: Fn O, that ſum con- 75 
Con- 


Europe, as he had once inſinuated an intention of 


doing; ; and therefore Meſſrs. Starks wrote to * 
Fraſer, demanding the Note, becauſe the execu- 
tors were of opinion it had been paid, which pro- 
: _ duced an anſwer from him, in which, amongſt | 

— (N). 
So 5 85 c word, Gentleman, as I am ready to confirm 
8. upon oath, 
ground in the world, on which the executors of 
Colonel Hannay can found ſuch a ſuſpicion ; 4 
e am | poſitively clear I never charged 1 this Note to 


other things, he ſaid, 6 aſſure you upon my 


that I am not conſcious of any 


Py TT, Colonel 


cc 


4 13 * 


« eyer, nor ever received value for it from him, or 


_« any body elle, by: myſelf, or any: other ain 
8 < authoriſed, by me.” 


ee Colonel Hannay's account in any manger what- 


The executors then wrote to Meſſrs. g to in- Appen- 


form Mr. Fraſer that their reaſon for demurring was 
a doubt they entertained of the Note being due, and 
for now demanding it, that they were ſatisfied that 
the doubt was not groundleſs. The communication 
of this to Mr. Fraſer brought him to Calcutta un- 
der ſufficient alarm, which was not removed by his 
meeting (as he tells us) with two gentlemen who 
had been informed by the executors of the evidence 
in their hands, and who acquainted him with waar 
they had heard. He went inſtantly to the houſe of 
Mr. Ramſay Hannay, and under much apparent 
embarraſſment acknowledged the fact, attempting 
= at the ſame time to excuſe himſelf, and to explain 
| how he had been under a miſtake by reference to a 
= book of accounts he had with him, together with the 
Note, but in a way which Mr. Hannay could not 
comprehend. He offered to deliver up the Note, 
but Mr. Hannay refuſed to take it till he ſhould | 
| conſult the other executors. In a day or two ons = 
he ſent the following letter to Mr. Finder: i 


DEAR Sinz : fr 
I expected 7o bevy bad the a af 3 
kom you yeſterday. To put an end to this 2 


10H SA 


am : 


can be required.” ET 
Mr. Hannay anſwered : « Sir, 1 have 8 


57 1 granted 


* neſs of your brothers Note altogether, 1 here in- 
cloſe it to be cancelled, which 1 e is GH that 


ee 


Appen- 


dix Wh. 


Apes 


8 your letter, with 1 its incloſure che promiſſory Note ai 


dix (0). b 
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mt 
« granted to you by my deceaſed brother for the 
ce balance of an account current. The recovery of 
ce this was certainly all the executors had in view in 


ee the ſteps they have uſed; but as they have ne- 


” ceſſarily 1ncur r ed ſome expence in employing 
* counſel, &c. they expect that you are to pay it, and 


ﬆ ] ſhall therefore direct Mr. Stark to ſend 1 in his 


44 bill of charges for you to diſcharge.” 


5 1 | 


ces from 


the facts, 


Ta this Mr. Fraſer Try e 5 5 


Sen are + the facts which; to my mind, did, on - 


ſtin do, carry the moſt complete conviction that Mr. 
Fraſer, at the time he made the demand, knew 


and remembered that the Note had been paid; or, © 
which is the ſame, that it was merged in the ac- 


count current, the balance of which he likewiſe 
_ demanded: | 
not ſtated a ſingle fact controverted by Mr. Fraſer's 


and it will be obſerved, that I have 


Anſwer. To demand, as a debt ſtill owing, what 
haas in truth been already ſatisfied, affords a pre- 
ſumption againſt any perſon, and under any cir- 


cumſtances. But there are perſons of a deſcription | 
and in fituations which render the juſtif cation of a 
_ miſtake admiſſible, though there muſt always re- 


. 18 ſome "Oe of wa ; for n no man md od | 


„ n e an ks 16th or 108 of March 1783, that Mr. 


PFraſer waited on Mr. R. Hannay with the Note, to demand 
payment of it; and on the 12th of April, that he went to 
him, offering to deliver it up. The buſineſs therefore was in 


_ apitation, and the correſpondence concerning the Not eon: i 


tinued, almoſt four weeks. Fi 


to 


R 


to make a demand without being ſure of its found- 
ation. A perſon not in the habits of buſineſs, who 
keeps no books, and who is not poſſeſſed of the 
papers which ſhow the extinction of the debt, may 


plead error, and be liſtened to. If he makes the 


demand with diffidence—if, when told that there is 
a probability or a poſſibility that the money is not 


really owing, he does every thing in his power to 


ſatisfy himſelf and the ſuppoſed debtor of the truth 
he may be exculpated from criminal intention, 
| though it ſhould turn out in the end that he was 
wrong. I might figure other caſes, and I leave it 
to the reader to figure any his fancy may diate ; 
but if any one circumſtance upon which charity can 
| reſt occurs in the preſent caſe, I confeſs it has eſ- 
caped me: on the contrary, I ſubmit that every 
F- 4 circumſtance concurs to pe the concluſion I 
have drawn. eee 


Mr. Fraſer, a man of Vestel and of great 1 5 


| racy and attention, makes a demand for a ſum of i N 
money of a magnitude to render it an object to him 

or to any perſon whatever. It ariſes from a tranſac- . 
tion which happened only ſix years before. His cor- 
reſpondence and dealings with the ſuppoſed debtor 
had continued uninterruptedly. It was his practice 


to make out all his accounts regularly every year. 
How the balance with Colonel Hannay ſtood, = 


could not therefore be long out of his thoughts. 


He had, in the interval, once, at leaſt, ſolicited a 


loan of money from Colonel Hannay. In the ſame 


interval, he altered his mode of dealing, by charg- 


VVV 


— — — 


1 ana 
1 4 
n 
i 4, 
"; 4 : : : 
1 18 
| 
3 
4 &} 

4 1 
14 

2 » 

. 
# * 

. 
1% 1 5 
it i 8 
17 15 0 
. 

*P 
by * 


0 7 q - —— 963 
* * = — % 2 ono . _ << " 
» Ee Re con — . fin Pp AAA rt OE 7 * ö 
an 4. > : 5 
- 


ing intereſt, which he had never done before; and 
with that view, he re-ſtated their accounts from the 
beginning, including that upon which the ſum now 
demanded aroſe as a balance. The voucher of the 
demand expreſsly bore to be for the balance of ac- 
counts at a preciſe day *, That balance was includ- 


ed in ſubſequent accounts, and extinguiſhed. Thoſe 


accounts were Hing at Mr. Fraſer's hand F. He 


gave notice ſome time before that he was to make 


a claim. It follows, I think, that Mr. Fraſer, when 
| he made the demand thus deliberately, muſt have 
: known that the ſum was included 1 in che account 5 
5 current, and conſequently not due. 


But the matter does not reſt there. Göbel 1 


| Hannay" s executors, on different occaſions, ſigni- 
fied their ſuſpicion that the Note had been paid, or E 
was included in the account current. Mr. Fraſer, | 
with the Note in his hand, and his books at his el- | 
0 bow, d, , and eee affirmed = 


105 * Mr. F * takes notice, chat * copy a the Nas t is 

- placed i in an obſcure corner of the Appendix to the Narrative, 
as if purpoſely to keep i it out of view. I ſtated the reaſon of 
this at the time, viz, That I had not feen the Note till the pre- 

ceeding part had been printed. I appeal to the Narrative whe- 

ther I did not hen, as I do zow, conſider the terms of the Note 

as deciſive againſt Mr. Fraſer, So far from affording any argu- 


ment in his favour, the words balance of accounts at ** 29. 858 


in my eren feal his condemnation. | 5 


+ Mr. Fraſer 8 was ys papers were 5 at Calcutta, or 


at his country reſidence, about four or five miles from that ; 
place, curing the whole. 1 time, 


the 


[ 17 1 


the contrary ; nay, he offered to ſwear it. He did 


more: he mentioned ſeveral circumſtances all tend- 
ing to impreſs the executors with the belief of his 
perfect and conſtant recollection of the Note that 
it had not been included that it was purpo/ely kept 


out of the account current that payment had been 
often aſked and often promiſed of the Note, as diſ- 


tinct from the account that it had been the ſub- 
ject of converſation between Colonel Hannay and 
him ſo late as the year 1781. He perſiſted in the 


demand till the laſt minute till he was completely # 
5 detected. That Mr. Fraſer was all this time igno- 
| rant of the true foundation of the Note, I ſubmit 
'E No man could be ſo ſupine. 
is conduct admits of no conſtruction but this, 


to be impoſſible. 


that having made a demand, of the injuſtice of 


| which he was conſcious, he found himſelf obliged 2 
either to confeſs himſelf what he is, or to add falſe- = 
hood to intended fraud. The teſt in all ſuch caſes 


is, to compare the au] conduct of the perſon ac- 
cuſed with what muſt have been his conduct if i in- 
nocent. Would an innocent perſon have refuſed 
all information? would he have allowed ſuſpicion, 


ſo eaſily removed, to remain in the breaſt of any 
done for a moment? Certain that his books would _ 
| aſcertain the truth one way or other, would he not 
have thrown them open to the executors inſtantly, 5 


and begged examination, though the matter was 


— & clear to himſelf, ſo much 1 in his memory, as to 


. c Roa RE oh, render 


13 16 7 
render it needleſs for him to take that trouble him- 
"JE; 12 „ 
The fas bear me out farther. If I 3 a man 
doing what is confeſſedly wrong, I have a right to 


enquire into his motives, and attribute every cir- 


cumſtance of his conduct, which is connected with ; 
the ſubje& and can aid him, to deſign. It is for 
him to take off the impreſſion. I find this claim 
_ reſerved till after Colonel Hannay's death; though, 
if it had been well founded, Mr. Fraſer might have 
got payment on demand. I find it, though diſ- 
tantly hinted to the executors, again reſerved, by 
Mr. Fraſer's particular requeſt, till after the diſ- 
cuſſion of Colonel Harper's claim. I can figure 
no reaſon for the delay, upon ſuppoſition that the 
demand was juſt. I ſee one obviouſly upon. the 
| contrary ſuppoſition ; for, in the courſe of ſettling | 
with Harper, it would appear whether Colonel 
HFannay's papers had been preſerved and kept 
in order. I fee Mr. Fraſer produce, and 
certify as true, the copy of a letter dated 
the 12th of September 1780, which, when the 


_ original is diſcovered by accident, appears to 


E imperfect. Upon examination, I ſee that the 
words omitted prove that he was aſking a loan from 
a man ſoon to be repreſented as his debtor. I ob- 
ſerve Mr. Fraſer, both in Mr. Harper's buſineſs 
and his own, ſit with his hands acroſs, and leave 
the executors to make a Painful ſearch for papers 


55 = 0 5 * | 


deſtroy his claim. 


1 ug 1 


which he might. have given them duplicates of, 
without the leaſt trouble, Theſe papers, in his 
own caſe, would, and in the end did, completely = 
1 ſee him grow more peremp- 

_ tory, the farther the executors go in the ſearch 
Finally, I find him ſubmitting, | 
without a murmur, to do what no man of ſpirit, 
: conſcious of rectitude, would have done; I mean, 
his paying the coſts of the executors. 
agreed to placard himſelf. in every news-paper, 1 
could not have been more humiliating. He ſays 
nom, that he was extremely hurt at the executors 
conduct; that he complained to them they had 
acted wncandidly and unbandſomely, yet we find him 
| writing the next day to Mr. Hannay, ſtyling him 
Dear Sir, hoping tohavethe pleaſure of hearing from 

| him, and then quietly paying the coſts of proceed. 
ings, which he held to be uncandid, unbandſome, 
and unneceſſary, which the law of the land could not 
oblige him to do; which honour forbad him 
to do; and which nothing but a deſire to huſh 
the matter, conſcious that it would not bear the 
light, could have made him ſubmit to. To me - 
off from the ignominy, he ſays in the Anſwer, 
e Mu Ramſay Hannay wrote me, the executors 
c expected me to pay the law EXPEDCES they had 

s incurred through my miſtake.” — 
letter, inſerted above, will ſpeak kg itſelf. —_ 

7 executors never attributed Mr, F raſer 8 conduct to . 


without ſucceſs. 


e but to defi 6 
id oh c 2 


If he had 


Anſver, 5 | 
p- 100. . 


Mr. H annay's 


by 5 1 
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dence, and has often great weight. If he avoids 
trial, and, in ſome caſes, if he does not demand it, 
| he is pronounced guilty. What courſe did Mr. 


FT 


The OY K a perſon, after being accuſed, is, 
with propriety, allowed to enter the ſcale of evi- 


Fraſer follow when charged with an attempt to 


defraud Colonel Hannay's executors? The charge 
| was ſtated in the moſt pointed terms in the exe- 


cutors letters. It was again tated in the letters of 


the ſolicitors. Mr. Fraſer himſelf ſays, their literal 
meaning conveyed a very unpleafi ing imputation. The 
matter was indeed no ſecret in Calcutta. He 
remained there till the beginning of the following 
year. Did he deſire an inveſtigation? Did he at- 
tempt to clear his character to any one perſon, by 
producing his books, or by the declaration of 
his ſervants? His pretence or apology for not 
bringing an action againſt me noto is, that his wit- 
neſſes are in India. Where were his witneſſes for 
the nine months he and I reſided in Bengal, ſub- 


ſequent to April 1783; when I for one Ne 


did not conceal my opinion of him, and when he 
found his ſociety ſhunned. What was his con- 
duct after arriving in England! ? At St. Helena, 

on his paſſage, he ſays truly, he was informed that! 
had acquainted Colonel Harper of the buſineſs, and 
ſpoke of him with that freedom I have always 
done ſince the tranſaction in queſtion. Did he call 5 
upon me for an explanation during the ſix months 


which preceded the affair of the Bengal Society ? 


A , and when three weeks had clapſed after my | 
Seek ; 


: = 
objecting to his admiſſion, and after I had, at a fub- 


ſequent meeting, given my reaſons, mentioning my 
readineſs to prove the truth of what I faid; and 
that, till he cleared himſelf, I ſhould reckon him 
what I am not here to name; he thought proper 


to require a ſuitable apology, or the ſatisfaction due 


to a much injured gentleman. The ones 1 r 
to another part of the caſe. 


What I have been ſtating hitherto will be aniler 


ſtood and felt by readers of every deſeription. her: 
me addreſs a few words to merchants in particular. 
To ſay that a perſon who kept regular books, made 


a demand for a large ſum, not truly due to him, and, 


though put on his guard, perſiſted in it, and to tay at 
the ſame time that he had no fraudulent 1 intent, is an 
C7 abſolute contradiction in terms. Mr. Fraſer i 


nuates, that people in India are looſe | in their deal 


ings, and ſeldom keep regular books; but he has 


not given himſelf as an inſtance. His books were 


complete. He has not ventured to aſſert that his 


ever advanced a ſum of money to Colonel Hannay 


. without entering it in his books. He muſt there- 


fore have known, that if he had any claim upon 


the Note, it would appear on a reference to the 
head of Alexander Hannay in his ledger. Every 
time he balanced his books, the 10, ooo rupees, ** 


really due from Colonel Hannay, muſt have ſtared 


him in the face. He confeſſes it did not occur to 


him at thoſe balancings, and therefore, as a ner- 


chant, when the Note was diſcovered, in place of 
taking it for granted that it was owing, he muſt 
| have concluded, that Te” could not be due, inde- 
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pendent of the balance of the account current. It 
appears, from the general account current between 
the Colonel and Mr. Fraſer, from September 1773 
to zoth April 1781, that the total ſum at Colonel 
5 Hannay' s debit, intereſt included, was C* R- 21,893: 


9:7; or /. 2189: 75. ſterling. I leave it with 
any man, converſant in keeping merchants books, to 


ſay whether it is poſſible that a perſon of Mr. Fraſer's 
accuracy could, in the liquidation of ſuch an ac- 
count, make a miſtake of C. 1602: 8: o ſterling, 
which was the principal in the Note, with intereſt at 
10 per cent. When Mr. Ramſay Hannay put the 
queſtion, what was the preciſe ſum Mr. Fraſer 
had to demand? I am in the judgment of every 
merchant, if it might not have been anſwered in 
five minutes with certainty from Mr. Fraſer's 
| ledger. It was perfectly immaterial. whether he 
looked at the Note of hand or not. If that Note 


conſtituted any claim, it muſt have appeared by the 


ledger. It is evident that Mr. Fraſer's demand 
was well conſidered, as it was not made for ſeveral | 
weeks after he had announced a claim. Colonel 
Hannay' s executors were on the ſpot, and had no 

intention of leaving Bengal ſoon. There was 
nothing therefore to hurry Mr. Fraſer ; he might 
have taken his own time to examine his books, 


and be did take it. He pleads that he was in- 


volved in other buſineſs, but was there any buſineſs 
of ſuch importance as to clear his own character? 


Is there any excuſe for refuſing to devote one hour 


to do a piece of common juſtice when required by 


Os i 


[ 23 ] 


the executors? Want of time and hurry is how- 
ever but a pretence, for it is evident this matter 
coſt him much time and much anxiety. His 
avarice prompted him to make the demand. The 
| dread of a blaſted reputation made him perſiſt 
while it was poſſible. He has hinted too, that he 
was on the eve of departing from Bengal; but the 
| known period of the ſhips failing for Europe fixes 
it, that he never meant to go. till che end 0 the „ 


. year. 1783. 


1 repeat it then, that the facts and chte 


. here ſtated, and the inferences fairly and naturally 
deducible, carry by themſelves abſolute convic- _ 
tion of Mr. Fraſer's guilt ; but, if any thing is 
_ wanting to his condemnation, he has furniſhed it 


by his Anſwer. The innocent, when accuſed, 


* ought to ſpeak, and court inveſtigation, and ever 5 
will do ſo; but the guilty, if wiſe, will preſerve 
ſilence. Mr. Fraſer is too wiſe not to know this: 
he wiſhed to be ſilent; ; but he was compelled: to Ne, 
OS when: ilence 1 was | PRO e 15 


*; 11 n TR i of occult: cries; ſuch as 


fraud and forgery, the examination of the accuſed 
generally leads to diſcovery. An innocent perſon — _ 
has nothing to fear; no man will falſify againſt  _ 
| himſelf. If properly ſifted, he muſt be artful, in- 

| deed, to eſcape detection when guilty ; for he is 

_ obliged not only to accaunt for the circumſtances 
| which led to the accuſation, but to frame another 


ſtory; and then the enquiry follows, whether n 1 


ſtory is true and reconcileable with his conduct. 
9 8 0 4 e Thar . 


Anſwer, 
MITES 


DCircum 


nö 
ſtated by 
by Mr. 
Fraſer, as 
having 


led to the 


pp. 53% 
4 Ss 8 


8 > 
K - — Sg — = — — 5 - 
— > - 2 — — —— af — wa 8 — — 
a - . — RE og — — — 2 ee — — —— — — * n 5 8 N 2 me 
+ — — — —.. . Dl DER I ade lg rtrnauettag ne n — +" — — — _ — : — _ — — — __ — | * —_— — a — ne h g f , 
—— — ovens — — * 0 ** 8 — " — . nn, q - 2 . — 2 — — 2 . > 4 > Lo Ca 4 L 22 — — - _ — — — 2 a nome; hn 3 5 1 « I 28 . oe - 2 2 * 
5 k 7 4 D. * 2 p »- 2 r r — _ SS, 4 4 q » 2 — E. - » - - — 2 8 e : b=_ Sr : 8 
8 < es EF cm 7 2 <tc IS 4 BASEL — — * WE. 0 x — b 1 1 1 — h r 0 - - : : - 5 
—— Ae DIR * — « : - * - r Px; — — 21 br - —_ 3s 2 — . 8 — * + 22 * 2 Boone 2 - p 2 0 2% — — — 
1 © od as — ae — . 4 . 5 2645 * 5 1 . — 2 "x $0 46 b; 2 — — A ot a4 | \ — a : 
* Ys - Ds — * — 26 2 . "IP's n 2 Nr 2 5 n ä as NE ag 230 of STINET + — : 3 7» — 2 — 3 — — _— — — - < 
1 = 3 , 8 ens ve. g „ wy SH Sa Ts * ( 8 : — 
2 — — * — > x - p = 
: 6 , 8 — 


r 


— r 2 
8 KSS 
* as 4 J 


2 . b 


ſtances 


miſtaxe. 


„ 
That Mr. Fraſer demanded payment of the 


Note, and aſſerted that it was owing, when the 
fact was otherwiſe, is admitted. My charge was, 


and is, that he did this, knowing that the debt 


had been paid or extinguiſhed. It was not enough 
to declare in anſwer, that he acted under miſap- 


prehenſion, though he has not been ſparing of de- 
clarations and proteſtations of innocence, unſup- 


ported by any evidence. He felt himſelf obliged to 
go farther, and to give a detail of the circumſtances 
Which led him into a miſtake ſo rünce! and che 
ſtory he tells is this: 


Colonel Hannay's Note af the I 1 October 


1776, for Ct. R* 10,120: 8: 6, or C. 1012 ſter- 
ling, though aſked | and taken by Mr. Fraſer for 
the balance of an account, and to be a memoran- 
dum or voucher in caſe of the death of the parties, 
was not entered in his books; nor was the account 

balanced in his books, and the Note itſelf was 


thrown aſide, diſregarded and forgotten, from 


1776, till the end of the year 1782, when it was 
accidentally diſcovered by Mr. Fraſer's book- keeper. 5 


Mr. Fraſer was immediately informed of the cir- 
cumſtance, and endeavoured, in vain, to recollect 


. for what the Note had been given. He directed 
his book-keeper carefully to examine his caſh- 

book and the account current book, in which 
the accounts with Colonel Hannay were. The 
books and accounts were twice examined by 
the book-keeper, who reported to Mr. Fraſer, 


that this Note had neither been ſtated nor 


* 


[ & 1 


paid: Mr. Fraſer haſtily called to mind the many 
advances he had made to Colonel Hannay on va- 
rious occaſions; for (he ſays) he had frequently 
advanced ſums to the Colonel, which were not 
carried into the account current of money ad- 


vanced for diſburſements, being conſidered as 


Mr. Fraſer adds, That he never thought of exa- 


mining the Note from the time of its di iſcovery being 
5 announced to him, till the 12th day of April 1783, = 
 wvhen be was told that the executors were in poſſe Non 


= of the evidence of its being paid. He then examined | 


tranſactions of money lent, and intended to be 
ſpeedily repaid. Mr. Fraſer enquired of the ban- oh 
| yan who kept his account of caſh and bills, tf he 
knew any thing of ſuch a Note? The banyan 
told him, he found in the books of his predeceſſor, 
then dead, an advance made by Mr. Fraſer for 
Colonel Hannay to the Hill Rajah of about 10,000 | 
_ rupees; and that this did not appear by his books 
do have been repaid. Mr. Fraſer perfectly recol- 1 
lecting that ſuch an advance had been made by 
him for Colonel Hannay, concluded that the Note 
of hand, mentioned by his book-keeper, muſt have 
been given on account of that advance; and no- 1 
5 thing appearing in the caſh book or account cur- 
rent book about it, he 700k it for granted that this 
advance had been overlooked, and, of courſe, that 5 
this Note of hand given for it was ſtill unpaid. 
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5 This remarkable aſſertion was abſolutely neceſ- 


fary to ſupport the preceding narrative. Upon the 
literal truth of it the whole ſtory hinges. The 
Note purports to be for the balance of accounts be- 
tween the parties at its date; and therefore, if Mr. 
Fraſer ever looked at it, or ever was informed of its 


terms, it cannot be true that he conceived it to be 


for any advance diſtinct from the account current, 


: Granting | : 
the truth ſtory now told is true, and obſerve what ſort of 


of his 


1 ſtory, he 


is con- 


victed of 


duplicity 
hood. 


or for the particular advance he now alludes to. 
That the tale deſerves no credit, and that there 


is evidence of its being falſe, ſhall be ſhown im- 


, 


But let it be ſuppoſed, is a ati thet the 


perſon Mr. Fraſer is obliged to repreſent himſelf. 


The evaſion of a direct anſwer to a plain queſtion L 


coming from one who has a right to put it, gives 
and falſe- N 


no favourable idea of the reſpondent” s cauſe, or of 


his character. To feign circumſtances in aid of a 
ſimple truth, is equally unjuſtifiable and unuſual. 
The queſtion Mr. Hannay aſked was, On what c- 


OLE cafi on was this Note granted? What ſhould have 
been the anſwer of Mr. F raſer, believing what he 


now ſtates, with the impreſſions on his mind which 


he now deſcribes, and that mind a candid one? 


The Note eſcaped my memory entirely for ſeveral 
years; it was diſcovered within theſe two months. 
1 have ſearched my books, but find nothing concerning 


From particular circumſtances, JI am however 


„ that it was granted upon occaſion of my ad- 


venig the um 7 to the Hill Raja on account of your 
brother, 


a 


Ing 0 oP. 


11 
the anſwer? It is inſerted above; and the reader 


every one of which is falſe, and not one of which 


brother, and that it never was paid. What was 
Vill ſee that the blank is filled up by circumſtances, 


could exiſt, even in Mr. Fraſer's imagination, if he 
ſuppoſed the Note granted for the advance to the 
Rajah. A Note thrown aſide, and abſolutely for- 
_ gotten, could not be often acknowledged by Colonel 
Hannay. Mr. Fraſer could not have deliberated 
whether to involve it in the account current. Diffi- 5 
culties about intereſt never could have occurred. lt 
is impoſſible he could have imagined that he had 
Frequently ſignified a wiſh to be reimburſed of mo- 
| ney which he had forgot to be due. That Co- 
lonel Hannay had Suggeſted a! different modes of liqui- 
dating the debt, &c. It will be obſerved, that he 
ſtates all theſe things to have happened after "Sk 
amendment of Colonel Hannay's money concerns: and 
again, he ſtates that amendment to have been after 
October 1776. Yet his preſent ſtory reſts upon 
this, That, from October 1776 to October 1782, 
he had never beſtowed a thought upon the Note. 
The only excuſe therefore that Mr. F raſer can make 
for writing to the executors in thoſe terms is, That 
he did not chuſe to anſwer their queſtions, by ſtating 
the caſe fairly and ſimply; and being convinced 
that the debt was truly due, he threw in a fewima- 
ginary circumſtances, to prevent their teaſing him 5 
farther, The firſt was wrong; the laſt was infamous. 
In the ſequel, Libel ventureto o give an a explanation: "- 
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Anſwer, 2 
Þ 1 


his letter, more natural at leaſt, OO not more 


to, by granting the truth of the ſtory he now tells, 
ariſes from his anſwer to the ſolicitor's demand of 


paid. What does he ſay ?—< ] aſſure you upon 
my word, gentlemen, a: am ready to confirm 
upon my oath, that T am not conſcious of any 
e ground in the world on which ſuch a ſuſpicion 
« can be founded.” Here is his word pledged, 
and his oath tendered, upon a partial examination 
of his books made by another. Here i is an offer 
to ſwear poſitively that a Note was due, which i 
Note he had never once looked into. 


0 chat upon receipt of the letter from the Meſſrs. 
Starkes, “ doubts ſuggeſted themſelves to my mind: 
„ began to perceive there might be ſome miſ- 
1 take | in the information 1 had from my book- 
0 keeper and banyan.” "Yet he writes next day to 
; thoſe gentlemen, MT am poſitively: clear I never 
M0 * charged this Note to Colonel Hannay's account, 
c nor ever received value for it; 
confirm this by his oath. Was he alluding to n 
Note granted for the advance to the Hill Rajah, © 
which he acknowledges was in fact paid prior mW. 
October 1776, and 7 5 payment entered in his 
books? or was he alluding to the real Note, ol 
which he had actually received value in account? 


1 


to his credit. 
A ſecond inſtance of what Mr. Fraſer 1s Hors - 


the Note, becauſe the executors believed it to be 


Nor is this all ; he has the effrontery to tell us, 


9 


and he offers to 


The 


1 1 


The concluſion from all this is, that Mr. Fraſer 
Was guilty of deliberate falſchood and impoſition 


in any view of the caſe; that he is a miſerable 
8, ſhuffler and equivocator by his own confeſſion : yet 
of ble deſires to be credited now upon his bare aſſer- 
be tion. 1 
n — 0 
n 5 . it is 1 to argue upon a i ene that The dy q 
y Mr. Fraſer, was ever deceived, or under a miſtake, =— a 
n if the circumſtances render his ſtory utterly incre- 5 
. dible, which I ſay with confidence they do. It is 
n | impoſſible to believe that he threw aſide and for- 
r got a ſecurity purpoſely taken for the information of 
h his heirs. It is not credible, that when the diſco- 
= very of the Note was announced by his clerk, he 
E did not eagerly examine it. There does not exiſt 
5 in nature, or at leaſt in the mercantile world, a 
: man poſſeſſed of the indifference he deſcribes him- 
1 ſelf. It is directly oppoſite to his known character. 
5 The date of the Note, which he admits was men- 5 
2 | tioned to him, muſt alone have brought the occa- 
K ſion of its being granted, to his recollection. It 
5 is impoſſible to believe that he did not call for his 
* ledger, to ſee how the account ſtood at the date. 
1 He ſays, that the partial accounts balanced and 
5 tranſmitted to Colonel Hannay in 1775 and 76 
* vVere not copied into his account current book. 
„ If ſo, I wiſh he had condeſcended to inform us how | 
3 he came to carry the balances ſo regularly and ex- 


 adtly from one account to another; for inſtance, 
ee eee eee, 


FS} 
che account ſent the Zoth of April 1776 begins 
thus: 1775, April 30, To balance of account 


« current this date;” and that ſent the gth of : 
October 1776 begins, “ TVs April 30, To ba- 


lance of account this day.“ Yet it ſeems, no 


ſuch balances appeared from his books or papers. 
Till he explains this ſatisfactorily, I fay it is impoſ- 


ſible to believe that he was not poſſeſſed of the 


Partial account 1776 balanced by the ſum in the f 
Note of hand, as we now ſee it. 1 
Suppoling Mr. Fraſer to have been ſo very care- 
| leſs as to have taken the whole upon the word and 
report of the book-keeper and banyan at the firſt 


LS diſcovery, is it credible that he did not, in the 


| courſe of more than three weeks, while his corre- 
| ſpondence with the executors laſted, and they were 


repeatedly intimating ſuſpicion, examine the ac- 


count current, and 8 their lawyers too threatened 
a proſecution? Yet is Mr. Fraſer obliged to ſtick to 
tis, that he never looked into the Note till the 
12th of April; for if he did but one day before, the d 
chargs againſt him is too ſtrong to combat. 
Mr. Fraſer however aſſerts, that he imagined 
| the Note in queſtion had been given for the ad- 


85 vance he made to the Hill Rajah; but it will be | 


_ obſerved, he has cautiouſly avoided to ſtate the en- 
tries in his books reſpecting the advance to the 
Rajah; he has not ſaid what the ſum advanced on 


that occaſion was; what the date of it was; nor 


| What che ſecurity n mo * Colonel Fee ; 


- E 


was; or if there was any ſecurity. He has men- 


tioned one circumſtance only, that that advance 
was repaid a conſiderable time before the date of the 


1 ſwer, 
9 


Note in queſtion. So much to ſay was unavoid- | 
able, becauſe if the repayment was poſterior to 


the Note, it would have deſtroyed all the fabric 


he has now raiſed ; it neceſſarily muſt have occur- 


red to the book-keeper in the ſearch he made 
1 downwards from the gth of October 1776. It 


were too much to expect of Mr. Fraſer to tell us 33 
What he means by a conſiderable time. We muſt 
take the ſtory as he 1 is . to give it; and 5 


[= ſtands thus : 


. Mr. Fraſer, ſome time or 1 A to the 

. Hill Rajah, on account of Colonel Hannay, about 
| 10,000 rupees, which were repaid a confiderable 
time before October 1776. His book-keeper tells 
him he has found a Note of Colonel Hannay's, 

| dated in Ofober 1776. He takes it for granted, 
that this Note muſt apply to the tranſaction with 


” the Hill Rajah. Does not this neceſſarily imply 
a total forgetfulneſs of the dates and circumſtances 


of Voth tranſactions? He forgot that one debt of 


| 10,000 rupees had been paid. He forgot that the | 


ſecurity for another debt of the ſame amount ex- 


iſted. And the man who forgot theſe things is a 
merchant, and one who now produces to the public, 

teſtimonials of his accuracy in buſineſs. Surely 

Mr. Fraſer's memory is a ſingular one. Yet with _ 
a memory ſo very frail, he takes it upon him to 
a be 1 clear, and offer to make oath, that the 


y 5 e Note 


„„ 
Note in queſtion had not, diretly or indirect, 


been ſatisfied by any tranſaction which had occurred 

between him and Colonel Hannay for fix years 
back. There 1s one thing about him ftill more 
ec xtraordinary than his memory—his confidence, if 
he really has the confidence, to ſuppoſe there exiſts 5 
a perſon with whom this ſtory can go down. 


There is another part of the tale not eaſy to be 
digeſted. Though Mr. Fraſer did not examine 
the Note or look at the accounts himſelf, he W- 
mits that his book-keeper did. I truſt he will 
admit likewiſe, that the book- keeper underſtood 
Engliſh. This book- keeper then, with the Note 
before him, bearing to be granted for the balance 
of accounts between Colonel Hannay and Mr. 
= Fraſer at the 13th of October 1776, has orders to 
examine the books, and he does it repeatedly with 
a view to diſcover what appears in them concern- 
ing it. Is it in nature to ſuppoſe that Mr. Fraſer 
claw) a perſon in the office of book-keeper ſo 
completely ſtupid as to overlook entirely the terms 
of the Note? and if he did not overlook them, is 
it not ſelf-evident that the firſt thing he muſt have 
done, was to ſee how the balance ſtood at the time 55 
1 ſpecified 1 in the Note? 85 
I am afraid of tiring my readers, and. ſhall thei. 5 
| fore mention but one other circumſtance. The 
5 object confeſſed of Mr. Fraſer and his book- 1 
1 keeper's enquiry was, for what, and upon what 
oOccaſion the new" diſcovered Note was granted. It 
was dated at Buxar che 1 ath. « of October 1776, 1 
„„ 1 and ou 


FF 


and therefore muſt have come to Mr. Fraſer in a 
letter from Colonel Hannay of that date, or about 
that time, which neceſſarily would explain the 
whole matter; is there a man in the world, with _ 
| ſuch an object, who would not have ſearched for 
the letter? will Mr. Fraſer ſay, and hope to Ne 
believed, that he did not e letters. - 


n — 
6 * K — 


It is time to have done with mentioning the p51... 
glaring improbability and abſurdity of the ſtory, that tbe 
and to come to the direct evidence, that Mr. 1 7 * 
Fraſer's pretence of having never examined the falſe. 

Note or accounts till the 12th of April 178313, 1s - 

talſe, and a mere after- thought. It conſiſts of 

leveral articles : | 5 

1ſt. It has hon: Gated, This | in March 178 3 

Mr. F raſer attended Mr. Ramſay Hannay to an- 
nounce the nature and extent of the demand he 

had himſelf againſt Colonel Hannay' s eſtate, upon 
which occa Gon he delivered a copy of the laſt ac- „ 
count current, and produced the Note. This cir- _ ” | _ : 
cumſtance was ſtated in my narrative. The paſ- 
tage is tranſcribed at length 1 in Mr. Fraſer's e A. 
and the circumſtance is not denied. The fact is, that 7. 9. 
From the Note itſelf, he mentioned the ſum to Mr. 
Hannay, who marked it down. In another partofthe 
anſwer, Mr. Fraſer has aſſerted, however, that he 
firſt time he examined the Note, was upon the 12th = 

of April, and if he ſhall allege, that this implies a 
denial of the circumſtance mentioned 1 in he: nar- 
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| rative, though he omitted to take notice of it in 
the proper place, I muſt appeal to Mr. Hannay. 
If he objects to that teſtimony, I appeal to the 
common ſenſe and underſtanding of my readers. 
It is admitted, that Mr. Fraſer, after a delay of 
more than two months from his mentioning his 
claim generally, went to Mr. H annay purpoſe- 
ly to make his demand in form, and it 1s 
admitted, that he carried with him and delivered 
the account current, upon which he claimed the 
balance of J. 31:9: 0. Will it be believed, that 
he neglected to carry the voucher of the greater 8 
demand? if he ſhall nevertheleſs deny the cir- 
cumſtance, I aſk, whether a man of buſineſs ever 
| acted in the manner he deſcribes himſelf to have 


done ? is Mr. Fraſer's bare aſſertion to be credited 


in oppoſition to the teſtimony of a man of cha- 
racter, and to all probability ? but perhaps I ſhall 
be told I have been beating the air; Mr. Fraſer 
has not denied that he ſaw the Note, and held it 
in his hand; all he has ſaid is, he did not Jook at 
br examine | it. He was loaded with buſineſs, and 
preparing to ſail for Europe. I believe Mr. Fraſer 
capable of reſorting to this ſubterfuge ; and am 
groſsly deceived if he is not driven to it. 1 ſhall 
therefore mention other circumſtances. hy 


 2dly, Mr. Fraſer, in his letter of the 20th of 


_ March, deſcribes the Note as ariſing from or for 
the balance of an account current as it truly did; 


it originated from money advanced, are his words, 
of which more in the ſequel. : 


ally, 


TS | 


au, In the ſame letter, and again in thatof March 
22d, he deſcribes the Note particularly by its date and 
2 ſum, and he enters into a calculation of the intereſt. 


. I entreat the reader to turn to the letters in the 
f Appendix, and to judge for himſelf, whether Mr. 
$ Fraſer muſt not have had the Note before him 
- & when writing. I entreat that he will at the ſame _ 
S BF time conſider, if it is poſſible, when Mr. Fraſer 
d was thus dwelling on the date and ſum. f the Note, 
e and was called upon to recolle& himſelf ſo re. 
* peatedly and fo ſeriouſly, that he ſhould think 5 
related to the advance made to the Hill Rajah, 
—wWjzhich he confeſſes had been diſcharged „ 
* ſiderable time before the Note in queſtion exiſted. _ 
Athly, In the ſecond letter which Mr. Fraſer 
| wrote upon the 22d of March, he gives a farther _ 
|; deſcription of the Note, faying, it is written and _ 
 Jubſcribed by the. deceaſed, which appears tome 
abſolutely deciſive. The letter was in anſwer to 
one from Mr. Hannay, intimating a violent ſuſpi- 
cion of the Note, and aſking other vouchers of the 
demand. Mr. Fraſer ſays, I confeſs I do Bt 
« underſtand you; I think it an unuſual thing to 
ce be called on formally for vouchers in ſupport of 
« the Note written and ſubſcribed by the de- 
cc ceaſed.” From hence it appears, that Mr. 
|  Frafer had an idea that forgery was imputed to 
him, and therefore he mentions that the Note 
was not only ſigned but written by Colonel Han- 0 
2 ys which 1 was the fact. ; %%% TT - 
D K e 


(8 
Did Mr. Fraſer aſſert this without exantining 


the Note? Did he call for his clerk, in whoſe 


cuſtody we ſhall ſuppoſe the Note to have been, 


and put this queſtion to him: * Pray is ſuch 


% a Note in Colonel Hannay s own hand writ- 
ing?“ and did he take it upon the word of 


5 the Heck. when | it was as eaſy and certainly more a 
natural to ſay, ce 1 wiſh to look at ſuch a Note. 


Bring it to me.” Or did Mr. Fraſer, who ac- 
cording to his preſent tale had not ſeen the Note 
for more than fix years; who had thrown | 
aſide, and for got. the occaſion upon which it was 
granted, now recollect that it was written as wel! 


os ſubſcribed by Colonel Hannay, and take it upon 


Appen. I. 


him from ſuch recollection to aſſure Mr. Hannay 


of the fact without looking at it p- 


thly, The circumſtances Arby: ſtated are 


2 tr Ong, but what are they when another part of the 


caſe is attended to? Mr, Fraſer ſays the Note 


was diſcovei ed by his book- keeper ; „ and the Whole 
drift of the anſwer is to perſuade us it remained 
with the book-keeper. He tells us likewiſe that 
he had but one writer or book- keeper ; ; and it 
appears by his letter to Mr. Hannay, dated the 


22d of March 1783, that this book-keeper had 


left him three weeks before, on account of ſickneſs, 
and that he had not a ſingle perſon about him able 


to copy an account. "Now will Mr. F raſer pre- 
tend that the book- keeper did not at leaving him 
deliver up the Note? At this very time, Mr. 


Fraſer was in | the dal ly expectation of receiving 


bg PTE: 
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payment of i it. He propoſes ending it to Mr. Hon- 


nay with a di iſebarge. It is therefore undeniable 
that the Note was in Mr. Fraſer's own cuſtody 


from the iſt of March downwards, which in- 
cludes the day he called on Mr. Hannay, and firſt 
mentioned the Note. During that period he 
had not even a clerk to ſcreen | him, and 
when he mentioned that it was written and ſub- 
ſeribed by Colonel Hannay, It mult have been 
from ocular inſpe&tion. : 


| Let the circumſtances be wines: toge ther: he 


had the Note in his pocket, and in his hand when 
he waited on Mr. Hannay in March 1783. In 
the interval of time between that and the 12th of -- 
April, he ſpeaks thus of the Note in his letters: e 
: 1.1 is a promiſſory Note which originated from = 
money advanced to accommodate Colonel Hannay's 
convenience, dated the 13th of Oktober 1776, for 
Cr R 10,120:8 : 6, written and Subſcribed by 
Colonel Hannay. Could he deſcribe it more par- 
ticularly ? From what but the Note itfelf could 
he take this deſcription ? 21 defy Mr. Fraſer to an- 
ſwer this plain queſtion without convicting himſelf. 


Laſtly, Mr. Fraſer's letters to Mr. Hannay 


| contain the moſt convincing evidence, that at 
that period he had no idea of ſetting up a _ 
pretence that the Note. had been forgotten ; 
or miſlaid, and that the advance to the Hill! 
E Rajah ® had not then entered his imagination. . 


appeal ; 


A The == of ths Hil 1 was hacked far. the firſt : 


time in the anſwer. It was not mentioned to Mr. Hannay 
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appeal to the letters throughout, and in particular 


to that where he ſays Colonel Hannay often acknow- 
ledged the debt. It was purpoſely kept out of the” 
account current, There were difficulties about in 
_ tereſt. Frequent though not preſſing applications 


were made to Colonel Hannay for payment, He 


ſuggeſted arfferent modes for liquidating the debt. 
In the year 1781 he aſſured me be had made 


remittances. All theſe circumſtances were falſe, 


And known at: the moment to be ſo by Mr. 
PFraſer; but the letter is nevertheleſs complete 
proof that he did not then mean to ſay the Note 


had ever been out of his or of Colonel Hannay' 8 


memory, or that it was connected with the advance 
to the Rajah. Let it be ſuppoſed that when Mr. 
Fraſer waited on Mr. Hannay on the 12th of 
April 1783, he had told the ſtory he now attempts 
to impoſe on the Public; would not Mr. Hannay | 
have remarked, © This tale is abſolutely inconſiſtent 
c with every letter you have written me on the ſub- 

: « jekt, and with what, but a few days ago you offered 


« to ſwear to.. How would Mr. Fraſer have look - 


ed? What could he have rejoined? Nothing but 
. what he is reduced to ſay at preſent: « Hitherto I 


c have been telling lies. ow you muſt believe 1 
« e ſpeak truth.” 


The conchaſich.” is irreſiſtible. Es Frafer | 


| faw and examined the Note on various occafh ons. 
W hile the 1 matter was depending i in e he ne- 1 


in 1783, nor to the 1 to . we e ſubmitted ey . 
_ diſpute in 1785. It was not mentioned to the Court of N 


Directors when Mr. F raſer v was examined. 
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ver meant to allege that he had not ſeen it. That 


was an after- thought, when, in making his defence 
here, it was found abſolutely neceſſary to ſay fo, 


becauſe, if he once looked at the Note, the inten- 
tion to defraud was beyond all contradiction, and 
the ſtory of the Hill Rajah (to ſet up which, or 
ſomething like it, was alſo neceſſary) could not | 
37275 dnn . | 


Ls am now TY examine more e particularly Mr. Rxamina- 


+ Fraſer ny tion of 
| Mr. Fra- —— 
iſt, He ſtates parts of his own Cone and ſer's de- 


5 correſpondence, and alleges they ee he had fence. 
not examined the Note. RD, 


2dly, He argues with much ſeeming confidence; ” 


That becauſe from the circumſtances of the caſe (as 
explained to us now ) it was improbable that Colonel 
| Hannay's executors would ſubmit to the demand, 
both of the Note and of the balance of the account 
current, without compelling him to produce the 
1 preceding accounts, which would detect him; 
therefore he could not have been fo raſh or ſo 
weak as to make the attempt, or at leaſt to per- 
it, after he was acquainted with their ſeruples and 
ſuſpicions. 


And 3dly, He Sri at great length the cir- 
cumſtances 1 mentioned, : as collateral Rey of ne 7 


5 guilt. 


1 begin with the parts: of Mr. Fraſer s con- 


g duct, alleged to be income with the idea of 
. = 
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He de- 
ſcribed 
the Note 


as granted mentioning that it was for the balance of an ac- 


for money 


"dent. 


- Anſwer, 
p. 67, 68, 
: "0 ON 


[4] 


It ! 1s ſaid, That he deſeribed the Note to the 
executors as granted for money lent, in place of 


count, as it expreſsly bore ; and he argues, that 
this affords demonſtration of his having never ex- 
amined the Note.—He repeats, That he deſcribed 5 
it as bearing to be granted for money lent, no leſs 
than five times in the courſe of a few Pages 0. the = 


anſwer. 


'F he confidence of the aſſertion, ad the fre- | 


quent repetition of the words, are truly aſtoniſhing. 


1 am perſuaded that many of Mr. Fraſer's feiere 3 
iy when they peruſed the paſſage, were at pains 5 8 
' £0 back in ſearch of the evidence upon which it 


was grounded, and were grievouſly diſappointed. If 


they diſcovered what alone he could build on, they E 


muſt have reſented the inſult. offered to their un- 
: derſtanding. 


A note py money lent, acorns + to the ſenſe: in 


Which Mr. Fraſer here uſes the words, and the idea 5 
meant to be conveyed, is a Note given for a 
: ſam of money inſtantly advanced without reference 


to, or connection with other tr anſactions, in con- 


5 tradiſtinction to a Note given for the balance of 
an account current. Did Mr. Fraſer ſo deſcribe 1 8 
the Note in queſtion? Did he convey that idea to 
the executors? The fingle expreſſion he has to 


build on occurs in the letter of the 20th of March. 


Mr. Hannay having aſked this plain queſtion 3 


1 on what occaſie fon was the Note granted Mr. 


Fraſer K. 


k 


| Fraſer” s anſwer ſhould have been, It Was Sede : 
c for money lent, or upon occaſion of my advancing 
6 ſo much to 1 5 Hill Rajah on Colonel Han- 
« nay's account.” But what was the anſwer really 


returned? « I. riginared from money advanced 


« ſolely to accommodate his convenience, as often 
e thankfully acknowledged by him.” I am in the 
- judgment of every man of buſineſs, of every man 
who 15 acquainted with language, whether this ex- 

preſſion conveys the idea that the Note was granted 
for: money lent? or, whether it does not convey 

the other idea, that it was granted for the balance 1 8 
of an account current? 5 
To do juſtice to Mr. Fraſer's argument, | of 
98 have ſtated the queſtion and anſwer as if confined 
to the Note. But there were two queſtions. 01 
<« never imagined (ſays Mr. Hannay) your de- 
mand on my brother's eſtate to be of the magni- 
e eee It: appears to be, and will therefore be 

25 obliged to you to inform me how it argſe; that 
c is, on what occaſion the Note Was granted; and 
why it was not inſerted in the accounts current 
ce that have been ſent in, ſubſequent. to the date 
-$-.0f- 1 The anſwer was: « I have no demand 
e on your late brother bas what is conſtituted by 
c his promiſſory Note, and the ſmall balance of 

« the open account. Both originated from money 
c advanced oy to accommodate his conveni- 
<« ence, &c.” Thus the expreſſion is applied both 
to the balance of the account, and to the Note, 


5 


account. 


| Anſwer, 


Ns 83+ 


at 


as both originating the ſame Way. Could the exe- 


cutors then underſtand Mr. Fraſer as ſaying, that | 


the Note was for money lent, independent of, and 
unconnected with an account current? It is evi- 
dent they neither did nor could; and if I am 
not egregiouſly miſtaken, it is equally evident Mr, 
Fraſer did not mean to be ſo underſtood, He 
mentioned, indeed, that the Note was diſtin 
from the account he had delivered; but that it 

| originated from money advanced, was juſt ſaying, = 
it was for the balance of a ſeparate account. 
Such ſeparate account, it is evident from his after- 
letters, he thought could not be demanded from 
him, becauſe it was ſettled and merged in a legal 
inſtrument. Hence I have already taken occaſion 
to ſay, that this letter of the 20th of March, fo 
far from ſhewing that Mr. Fraſer had not ſeen the . 
Note, or had miſconceived its terms, is evidence 


„„ Mee Perfectly acquainted with 1 it. 
Promiſe 


to find the 


The next circumſtance is, the promiſe to > ſend 5 
a copy of the account. 


Mr. Hannay having defired Mr. Fraſer t to Pond 5 


him the account from which the balance of ; 


Ce R-. 6,842: 8: 2 was taken, Mr. Fraſer anſwered | 


(March 22d), «I will fend you the account you want 
cc as ſoon as I can get it copied, but my writer has 
ec been ſick and abſent from me theſe three weeks.” 
Upon which bare promiſe to' ſend an account, a 
promiſe never performed, Mr. Fraſer raiſes the 


ſollowing argument : 0 1 am repreſented as hav- 


. * ing 


c. of a fraud, ſaid to be attempted on the ſucceſs 

c of former contrivances, by freſh means of the 
ſame nature ;—1s it probable, conſidering all theſe 
e circumſtances, that I could give the anſwer I l! 
did; that is, that I could admit myſelf to be in 
A poſſeſſion of this paper, and promiſe to pro- 


cc 


« duce it; if, at the time of ſuch admiſſion, and 
| long before, I had been conſcious the produc- 


cc 


«tion of it muſt have convicted me of a fraud? 


cc 


"54 


cc 


Ke 


. ever ſingular it may ſeem, almoſt the only uſe 
made of his letter in Mr. Stewart's publication 

« is to ſhew, © that I admitted myſelf to be in poſ- * 
ſeſſion of this account.” Now let it be examin- 


e 


1 


cc 


tel 


ing had recourſe to various means, denoting the 
_ deepeſt contrivance, in order to be fatisfied, 
that, on a ſearch, the paper, which would clear 
c up the whole, would not be found, and that it 
was only in conſequence of being led to believe 8 
that it ba loſt, that I went forward in the 
ſcheme. I aſk then, if it was probable, that 


with tack conſciouſneſs as I am deſcribed to 5 


have had of the contents, 1 ſhould—not in a 
5 moment of ſurpriſe not in anſwer to a queſ- 
tion promptly and unexpectedly put —with the 


eye of obſervation upon me ;—but in anſwer to 


4 letter — with time to deliberate—to conſider 


the conſequences of my act to evade detection 


« And yet in this manner did I act; nay, how- 


ed how the argument ſtands on the part of the 


2 acculer ; ; and 1 90 not miſrepreſent it when 3 1 


cc tate - 


( 44 J 
ee ſtate it thus: Mr. Fraſer meditated a fraud on 
ce the eſtate of Colonel Hannay, by claiming pay- 
c ment of a Note given for the balance of à par- 
c ticular account, all the articles of which were 
cc re- charged in a ſubſequent account, and paid: 
« he did not venture to make this fraudulent de- 
cc mand till he Was ſatisfied the ſubſequent ac- 
c. count was loſt; on the idea of its being loſt, he 
« was applied to for a copy, and he at once ad- 
& mitted the account to be in his poſſeſſion, and 
« promiſed to produce 1 it. This is the true ſtate 
of the argument againſt me, and to this mon- 
ſtrous contr adiction does it lead. 5 
The fallacy of all this will appear upon the | 
ſmalleſt attention. It is built, as I ſaid, upon the 5 
bare promiſe to ſend the copy of an account, 
which promiſe. was never performed. The pro- 
miſe was given on the 22d of March. Three 
weeks, therefore, paſſed | before the Note was 
delivered up; yet the Promiſed copy, w which any 


K 


man might have made in one hour, was never 


ſent.” How far Mr. Fraſer Was diſpoſcd to give 


information, will beſt appear from his letter wr it- 1 
ten within a few hours after that which con- 


rained the promiſe. He wiſhes, however, to be 


conſidered as having by this promiſe tied himſelf | 
down to deliver, not merely an account, but he 
identical. account as we now ſee it, and as it was 
ſent to Colonel Hannay in April 1781, which he 
himſelf knew would put an end to his hopes of 


obtain- 


ts) 


5 obtaining payment of the Note. If Mr. Fraſer 
could indeed prove that he was ſindere in this pro- 

miſe, and that it went to the production of a ful; 
. and faithful copy of that account, it would follow, 


either that he never intended a fraud, or "that _ 


he no found it time to ſtop. That he once medi- 
| Tated a fraud has been proved to demonſtration. 
That he did not, at the period of making this pro- 5 
e Hier up his ſcheme, is proved by the after-let- 
—— Ppromiſe, therefore, by itſelf is no- 
thing; and the e founded on it is mere > 
: phil. | 


Mr. Fraſer, it will be aber pe RW ANY not 


: only the Note, but the balance of an account cur- . 2 
# rent, 1 at the time of Colonel Hannay' — 
| &+ 31: I am ſurpriſed that, catching at 


every ks to o ſupport himſelf in his anſwer, he 


has omitted to take merit from this double claim; 


and to argue, that if he had meditated a fraud, he 


would have ſunk the claim for the account current 
altogether, the ſum he was to get by it being a 
trifle; and then the claim for the Note would have 


ſtood clear from the obligation to produce any ac- 5 


| : counts. He knew, to be ſure, that ſuch an argu- 


ment could be eaſily refuted, but not more eaſily 
than others he has brought forward. The ac. 


cCount current of 1781, and that of 1732, were in 
very different predicaments. The latter was ſent 


- Colonel Hannay at Lucknow, when ſettling his 
Ae an * his brocher Mr. Johnſton. 


9 _ 
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They came from thence to Calcutta in a few 
weeks after, and there could be little doubt of 
their having brought the laſt account with them. 


Beſides, there was a draft of Mr. Fraſer's on 


Colonel Hannay for 1500 rupees, paid at the very 
date of the laſt account, ſo that there was a ne- 
ceſſity of producing and claiming upon that; and 5 
as it commenced with the balance of a former 
account, Mr. Fraſer muſt all along have had it 
in view that he might be aſked to 2 9225 5 
account. 3 = 
, Mr: Hannay ch keving deſired to hs the ac- 
count from which the balance of C' R. 6,842 : 
2 (the firſt article in that Mr. Fraſer de- 
Horned). was taken, it was impoſſible to refuſe 
it flatly, His conduct was exactly ſuited to 
what he is 8 with. He took time to deliberate 


upon his next ſtep, promiſing the account, but 


_ aſking delay, becauſe his writer was ſick and ab- 
ſent. If he had been puſhed to perform his pro- 
miſe, I cannot take it upon me to ſay what he 
would have done. I ſee that the game he played 5 
was all in his favour; he had every thing to win, 
and nothing to loſe; the worſt that could happen, 
when driven to a point, was to relinquiſh 


his claim altogether, and the pretext was always 


ready, which he now ſets up, that the whole 
| proceeded on a miſtake; he had at laſt found time 


to look into his books, and into the Note, and _ 


* was ae with . at the di e, * bis 


1 


But T am not diſpoſed to think that Mr. | 
b raſer would have ſtopt ſhort at the produc- 


tion of an account, when he muſt always have had _ 
it in view that one might be a ſked, and aftual- 
ly promiſed one. To fabricate articles is an 
operation of danger and difficulty, and there 


was no neceſſity for it. An exact copy of the ac- 


count, as delivered to Colonel Hannay in 1781, 
might have deſtroyed his claim upon the Note, 


becauſe, though there was no balance ſtruck upon 


te face of the account at the 13th of October 
1776, yet by attending to the ſtate of it at that 


period, which the terms of the Note naturally led . 


to, it would be ſeen that the debt was merged in 
the account. But was it a difficult matter to ſtate 


or tranſpoſe the articles ſo as that the ultimate = 
balance ſhould remain, and yet the balance at the 


-. 2a of October 1776 ſhould not correſpond to 
the ſum in the Note? Mr. Fraſer has told us 


(becauſe be found himſelf obliged to tell us ), that 


there were many money tranſactions between him 


and Colonel I annay which were not carried into 
the general account current. Was it difficult 


now to introduce the whole, or a part of theſe 


tranſactions, into the oppoſite ſides of the account 
current? Another way will occur to any perſon 


who looks at the account; the charges for intereſt 


were all introduced at the concluſion ; it needed 
8 only to divide them, and bring in intereſt at periods —_ 
: prior to October . and the balance on both 


ſides 


— 
-_ 
— 


— 
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ſides of the account became eſſentially different at 

5 chat time, though the ſame at the concluſion. 
What I have now faid is equally applicable to 
another topic upon which Mr. Fraſer dwells:—that 

In his letters to the executors, he repreſented the © 

Note as diſtinct from the account current. It is a 7 5 

ſtrange argument, that becauſe he told a lie when 

without lies it was impoſſible to obtain his pur- 
poſe, therefore he muſt be en to have in- 
tended no deceit. 

1 1 admit Mr. Fraſer”: 8 nel to bring et : 
any circumſtances in his conduct eee 
able with the idea of his guilt, and let them 

have their due weight; but the aſſertion of the 

Note's being diſtinct from the account current, 
and the promiſe to give a copy of the account, 
are entitled to none the firſt conſtitutes the 
very crime of which bs is accuſed; the ſecond _ 
was unavoidable, and though it had not been made 
in direct terms, was implied 1 in the very delivery of 

an account not complete in itlelf, but bearing to 
. be the continuation of another. e 
Anſwer, Mr. Fraſer proceeds : It is clear the execu- 
P. 84, 85. ce tors of Colonel Hannay ſuſpected the Note to 
c have been included in the account for which 
4. they aſked, and that they were determined not 
. to pay the Note but on ſeeing ſuch accounts as 

c would ſatisfy them of this fact, or on being 
compelled by law. When therefore, in anſwer 
« to Mr. Hane J letter, I admitred the very ac- 
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. count, 5 


| a9 '; 


count; for which they aſked, to be in my poſ- | 
ſeſſion, and promiſed to ſend a copy; is it to be 


imagined I could, for a moment, ſuppoſe they 


would pay it without that copy being ſent? To He mult 
have admitted the poſſeſſion of it, and yet to 
have withheld it from them, and after a promiſe 
that it ſhould be ſent, would have confirmed 
ſuſpicion into certainty, and it was impoſſible I 
could harbour ſuch a thought. J muſt, there- 
fore, have been conſcious, that by withholding DE: 
the account I had promiſed to ſend, I was . 

© making it impoſſible for them to pay the de- 
mand without the proceſs of law. But here 
again ＋ muſt have known they could have. comes. 
pelled me to furniſh this account; that they 1 
could have produced my own letter, to ſhew 

TI admitted it to be in my poſſeſſion ; that they 
could have filed a bill in equity, charging 

the account to contain the conſideration of the 

ce Note, to which bill I muſt have anſwered, and 

« have ſet forth the account; fo that, take it any 
way, put it in any poſſible light, the conjecture 
cannot be entertained that I made this promiſe 
without any intention to perform it.” 


havefore- 
ſeen that 


the 


ſcheme _ 
attribut- 


ed to him 
could not 


ſucceed. 8 


This ſort of argument would ſuit any perſon 5 
who commits, or meditates a fraud, as well as Mr. 


Fraſer. You are not to believe that I ever thought : 


of ſuch a thing, becauſe there was a chance, or 5 
great chance, 5 my being detected. The promiſe oe 
to ſend a copy of an account is now converted into 


E N 


5 an admiſſion that he was poſſeſſed of the account 5 
as we now ſee it. The copy promiſed 18 held = 


EF 4+} 


ſides of the account became eſſentially different at 


that time, though the ſame at the concluſion. 


What I have now faid is equally applicable 8 


another topic upon which Mr. Fraſer dwells: that 
in his letters to the executors, he repreſented the 
Note as diſtinct from the account current. It is a 
ſtrange argument, that becauſe he told a lie when 
without lies it was impoſſible to obtain his pur- 
' poſe, therefore he mult be n to have in- 


* no deceit. 


I admit Mr. Fraſer's 8 right to | bring forward 


any circumſtances in his conduct 3rrevontiles 


able with the idea of his ouilt, and let them 


have their due weight; but the aſſertion of the 


Note's being diſtinct from the account current, 
and the promiſe to give a copy of the account, | 
are entitled to none: the firſt conſtitutes the 


very crime of which he is accuſed; the ſecond 
Was unavoidable, and though 1 it had not been made 
in direct terms, was implied 1 in the very delivery « 5 


an account not complete in itſelf, but hearing; to 


2) = ug 


H . 84: 5. 


= be * continuation of another. mw 


Mr. Fraſer proceeds : . « Tt is clear the execu- 0 
« tors 105 Colonel Hannay ſuſpected the Note to 


c have been included in the account for which 


66 they aſked, and that they were determined not ; 


e pay the Note but on ſeeing ſuch accounts as 
« would ſatisfy them of this fact, or on being 
0 compelled by law. When therefore, in anſwer 
«to Mr. anna 8 Telter, 1 adinitted the very ac- 5 


** 


Ted count, 


1 6 1 


* count, for ahh they aſked, to bein my poſe 


ce ſeſſion, and promiſed to ſend a copy; is it tobe 
„ imagined I could, for a moment, ſuppoſe they 


« would pay it without that copy being ſent ? To He muſt 


c have admitted the poſſeſſion of it, and yet to 
c have withheld it from them, and after a promiſe 
c that it ſhould be ſent, would have confirmed 
ſuſpicion into certainty, and it was impoſſible I 
c could harbour ſuch a thought. J muſt, there- 


making it impoſſible for them to pay the de- 


have fore- 15 
ſeen that 
the 
ſcheme 
attribut- 
ed to him 


could not | 
| ſucceed. 
fore, have been conſcious, that by withholding | ae 


<« the account I had promiſed to ſend, I was 


mand without the proceſs of law. But here 


c again 1 muſt have known they could have com- 
« pelled me to furniſh this account ; that they ſy 
could have produced my o -w letter, to ſhew 


I admitted it to be in my poſſeſſi n; that they 2 
could have filed a bill in ales charging 


the account to contain the conſideration of the 


e Note, to which bill I muſt have anſwered, and 
have ſet forth the account; fo that, take it any 


without any intention to perform it.” 


way, put it in any poſſible light, the conjecture 
« cannot be entertained that I made this ede ” 


This ſort of argument would ſide any peiſon . 
Who commits, or meditates a fraud, as well as Mr. 
| Fraſer. You are not to believe that I ever thought 
of ſuch a thing, becauſe there was a chance, or a 


great chance, of my being detected. 'The promiſe ” 


to ſend a copy of an account is now converted into 


an admiſſion that he was poſſeſſed of the account : 
as we 0 fee it. The copy a is held as 


„„ (( 


* m — 5 2 M4 » oh & — 3 
et” F _ ä — —— 
NFL) * 2 r 2 * — iis 
mt wy — 82 — <5 2x AS 
a 4 "_ he 8 5 - - 
— p 5 — p 


TIE 


_ Dn 9 — 
S 


L 59 1 
produced either voluntarily, or by legal compul- 


| fion, and to be a faithful one *, Mr. Fraſer, too, 


TW 
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3 : 


„In the ſtate of facts given in the introdution to this 


Reply, it is ſaid; That the account current, which Mr. Fra- 
| ſer delivered to Mr. Ramſay Hannay in March 1783, was a 
| tranſcript of that he had ſent to Colonel Hannay himſelf, in 
April 1782, beginning with the balance of Ct R* 6842 : 3: 2 
ſtruck in April 1781. Since that part of this paper was 
printed off, I have ſeen the account delivered to Mr. R. 
 Hannay, and I find it is ot an exact tranſcript of that which 
was ſent to the Colonel. The account, as ſent to the Colo- _ 


nel, was printed in the Appendix to the Narrative ; and, 5 5 
firſt article of it was in theſe words: 55 


1275 I, April 20: - To balance 3 account cur- | ; 
rent this date e 6842: 3 2 | 


"Bot the firſt article in the copy delivered to the een . 


- was in the following words: 


1781, April 30. To balance of an account. 1 3 
„% ᷑ —DV Wl ao 6842: 5 5 
The difference may fem trivial ; FO it, It is certainly 


| ſtrange, that ſo many inſtances ſhould occur of Mr. Fraſer de- 7 
livering copies, which are found to differ in ſome reſpe& 
or other from the originals. zdly, The difference in this in- 
| ſtance is very material: as the article was ſtated in the origi- 
nal, the executors might have been led to think that the 6842 
rupees was the balance of the general account between Colo- 
nel Hannay and Mr. Fraſer, or of their whole money tranſ= 
actions at zoth April 1781, which was the truth, and conſe- 
quently to ſuſpect that the note of 13th October 1776, for ba- 
lance of accounts at that day, was included. —But * balance 
of an account this day,” would naturally lead one to think 
there were different diſtinct accounts between the parties, and 
_ conſequently there was no inconſiſtency in the account and the 


Bow of hand both an And , This circumſtance 
come: 


@ @ wr. > 8 


t * 1 


= being! now. inſtructed in law, and in the forms of 


proceeding by bill in equity, is ſuppoſed to have 
been equally well inſtructed when he claimed this 
debt in Bengal, though he then deſcribed himſelf 


as profoundly ignorant of law, 


Nothing, however, can be more plain, than , 


| that Mr. Fraſer, when he made the demand, con- 
| ceived that the law was on his fide, and that 
| he could not be obliged to produce any thing as 
_ collateral proof of the Note, or to hurt his claim 
under it, which gives a key to his whole conduf. 
I think it an unuſual thing to be called on for- 
e mally for vouchers, in ſupport of a promiſſory 
Note written and ſubſcribed by the deceaſed, I 


* —— : 2 — — — 


completely deſtroys Mr. Fraſer's argument, founded on his | 
promiſe to ſend a copy of the account, from which the ba- 
| lance of Ci R 6442 : 3: 2 was taken. His aim is to couple 
this promiſe with the general account current as delivered to 
Colonel Hannay ; but we now ſee his promiſe was to ſend a 
copy of an account only. So that he had nothing to do even if 
he had been driven to perform his promiſe, but to make out an 
account, no matter what the articles were, provided there was 
a balance of Ct R 6842 : 3: 2 produced. And as to the 
Note of hand, though it 258 to be for a balance, it did not 
follow that it had any connection with the account ſo pro- 
miſed and given. If Mr. Fraſer had been aſked for the ac- 
count to which it related, he had only to do one of two 
things; either to affirm, what he has fince told us was the 
caſe, that he had no copy of the account 1776; or (what 
father ſeems to haye been his idea) to refuſe to produce any 


account in ſupport of the Note, as he confidently maintained | 
that no 1 Was oh 


TRE = 
et bet leave to obſerve, that I never meant, by 


ee my communication with you, to add to the va- 
lidity of that inſtrument, nor did I conceive it 


es neceſſary, or required of me. I reſt the Note on 


e its own ground, without aſking, or wiſhing any 

e favour at all to it from the heirs or executors. 
Mp If they do not think themſelves warranted to pay 
« jt on its own principle and ſelf-evidence, no col. 
&« lateral information of mine ought to induce them.” 
Whether Mr. Fraſer's ideas of law were correct, 
is not worth conſidering, but it is evident that 
he reckoned himſelf ſure of a judgment, and 


5 did not dream of a bill of diſcovery. When 


he received the notice from the ſolicitors for 
Meſſrs. Hannays, « J was aſtoniſhed (fays he) 
. at finding thoſe whom, 1 in my mind, I had con- 
5 « ſtituted the ae, — © che e. 
L the cauſe.” 1 iy 


The explanation he no gives of his 8 


JO. e is a further proof of this, and is "ag 
ſides moſt curious; © I reſted the Note on its own 


= wn ground, meaning, that I did not reckon it in- 


75 00 cumbent on me to produce any collateral proof to 


ec 


r entitle myſelf to recover, but by no means in- 
cc tending to have it underſtood that I would not 
« furniſh them with any papers I might poſſeſs, 5 
« and which they might demand as tending to 
throw a light on the ſubject.” ” I confeſs, the 
latter part of this paſſage is to me unintelligible, 5 
| when as ada with the abſolute refuſt al of informa- 
| | | tion 


„„ 9 


tion concerning the Note. He had been defired ta 
ſay on what occaſion it was granted? His anſwer was, 

— O originated 1 in money advanced. Was it ſurpriſing 

that the executors held the information inſufficient? 
It vill be remembered, that all this while Mr. Fraſer 
had not a doubt of the occaſion—it was for 


an advance to the Hill Rajab. In his letter of 


20th March, he ſays, © I have been looking for 
e ſome papers and letters to ſend you, but I can- 


e not lay my hands on them to-night, though I : 


cChaye detained your hircarrah purpoſely ;” and 
in the very fame letter he deſcribes the Note in 
s queſtion by its preciſe date and ſum, In a ſubſe- 
quent letter, he ſays, ol When I intended to _ 5 
e ent you the other evening ſome letters, it was 
for your private ſatisfaction and 8 
ce and not formal proof.”* In his anſwer, he fays, 
he alluded to ſome Perſian letters, &c. concern- 
ing the advance to the Hill Rajah. Here then 
was Mr. Fraſer ſearching for evidence to ſupport a 
Note, the date of which he confeſſedly knew, 
amongſt the vouchers of a tranſaction which hap- 
pened, and was cloſed a conſiderable time ere 
that date. Am I wrong in the concluſion, that 


the letters were meant to amuſe and miſlead the 


executors; and what he now ſays is a palpable 
falſchood? To apply the advance to the Hill | 
Rajah to the tranſaction we are now conſidering, cap 


have already faid was firſt e of in ary - ; 
5 and that ITY: lately, 


Eg „ Mr 


14 J 
Mr. Fraſer argues now upon an aſſumption that 
every thing which has happened ſince he firſt 
broached his claim againſt Colonel Hannay's eſtate, 
to the preſent moment, muſt have been anticipated 
in his own mind, and guarded againſt. From 
ſeveral circumſtances I was and am convinced, 
that Mr. Fraſer was at great pains to explore the 
ground before he trod upon it; but I never faid, 
or thought, he was aware of all the dangers he was 

| expoſed to. He thought there was a great chance 
that Colonel Hannay's executors, who had ſuc- 
ceeded to a large fortune, would not ſcrupulouſly | 
2 enquire into the juſtice of a claim that came from 
Ihe intimate Friend and correſpondent of their 
- deceaſed brother. But he did not think them 
fo very generous, or ſo very fooliſh as to pay 
any. demand before ſearching their brother's 
papers. Mr. Fraſer, therefore, reſerved his claim 
till he was almoſt morally certain that the . 
counts he had ſent the Colonel were loſt, I ap- 
peal to his letters and conduct, whether he thought 


they would deſire a diſcovery from him. He 5 


makes his demand upon an account current, 
conſiſting of a few articles, the firſt of which 
is the balance of a former account, without fo 
much as offering a copy of that preceding ac- 
count. I refer to his letter of March 22d, for 
the belief he had, that the demand would be paid 
without trouble or enquiry. He writes to Mr. 
Hannay brei in the 38 any one holding the 
855 bond 


© 53 


bond or note of another, which left no room for 


queſtions, would do: « Pleaſe to ſend me the copy 


e of the account I left with you, that I may ſign 


« jt, and ſend it with the promiſſory Note, and 


c any acquittance or diſcharge you may think ne- 

cs ceſſary, when it ſhall ſuit your convenience to 
e diſcharge ag amount. The ONT, the more 

c convenient.“ 


But ſuppoſing Mr. Fritr foreſaw that the 


executors. might attempt to compel a diſcovery, „ 
and that the law would aid them; am I] bound e 
to ſhew to what he had made up his mind? 
Is it poſlible for me to know whether he had, RT 
in that event, reſolved to ſtop ſhort, or re- 
ſolved to go on and add the fabrication of accounts 
| and perjury to intended fraud? This I know, if 
the information of Mr. Fraſer himſelf 1 is to be 
Ss credited, that his books, and particularly his ac- | 
Counts with Colonel Hannay, were kept in a * 
. that made ſuch a fabrication not eaſily . 
Note for balance of accounts, at 4 certain . is 
generally evidence that it was oranted i in full of all 
| demands at that date, and Mr. Fraſer wiſhes it to 
de thought ſo in this caſe. But was it concluſive 
evidence againſt a man ready to ſhew there were 
many ſeparate money tranſactions at the ſame time 
between the partles, and that at Colonel Hannay's 
deſire ſeveral of them were not carried ta the 5 
- gener account? ; : . 7 


| 
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: An ſwer, | 


p-. 108. 
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For 1 


| Mr. Frafer's 8 pride upon 1 Circ 5 ANCEs 
which I ſtated as Fallatera proofs of his guilt come 
next to be conſidered. 


It Was mentioned i m ray denne enn bl A 


55 repeated above, that in the courſe of the arbitra- 
tion concerning Colonel Harper's claim upon the 
eſtate of Colonel Hannay, Mr. F raſer produced _— 
copy, which he atteſted to be a true one, of a let- 
ter he wrote to Colonel Hannay upon the 12th of 
September 1780, in which was this paſſage; 
Should you have any caſh in Calcutta that you | 
00 can command, will you oblige me by an order 
« for 20,000 rupees, and J will thank you if you 
« do.“ The original letter being afterwards 
1 diſcovered by accident, it was found to contain the 


words, © 10 be replaced within two months,” after 


: the words © 20,000 rypees.” From this mutila- N 
tion 1 thought myſelf warranted to infer, that it 
Was done with a view to aid Mr. Fraſer's private 
dlaim, becauſe the paſſage, as it ſtogd in the copy, 
implied, or might be ſaid to imply, that he was 
giving the Colonel a hint to pay his debt; whereas 
me paſſage, in the original letter, was 5 plainly aſk- 
ng 2 loan. 


Mr. Fr aſer, by kis anſier, admits the fact, 3 
denies the inference. * I do not mean to deny 


„ (ſays he) that where words, which are clearly 
c material and eſſential in an original letter, are 


« omitted in a copy purporting to be ſuch, a pre- . 


Fc ſumption ariſes from the mere circumſtance of 
M4, the 


Rs 


Tm) 


the omiſſion againſt the party who has delivered 
in the imperfect copy, which it becomes ne- 
« ceſſary for him to deſtroy. But it is perfectly 


cc clear, that the words omitted muſt be material 


ce jn themſelves, and ſuch as, if they appeared, 
„would vary the ſenſe of the letter of which they 
F originally formed a part. | 


On my part, I admit this reafoning to. be ſolid; 


nad if the words omitted are not in the judgment 
of the reader material, and ſuch as the omiſſion, 
or inſertion of them, varies the ſenſe, I have only 
to deſire him to throw this circumſtance out of the 
ſcale of evidence againſt Mr. Fraſer. 


Mr. Fraſer allows the paſſage in the original to 8 
imply an application for a loan; but he puts the 


guiſhed from the former Mill you oblige me by 


| queſtion confidently, Does the copy appear to be 

1 application for a debt? And to anſwer it, ge 

ſays, it is merely neceſſary to refer to the terms of . 
 it—the paſſage conſiſts of to diſtindt ſentences, 
©] begged of you alſo in my laſt to let me have 

f « a bill on Calcutta for 5 or 6000 rupees on my 
cc gn account.” This, continues Mr. Fraſer, is 
the firſt ſentence, and clearly relates 70 a debt. The 

ſecond ſentence has no ſuch words as “ on my own 
account,” and, by that omiſſion, is clearly diſtin- 


Anſwer, 


p- 110. 


cc an order for 20,000 rupees, and I will thank you : 
ei, you do; not a ſyllable appearing that can con- 
vey the idea of @ debt to that amount, but on the 
contrary, the terms ſuch as every man would na- 
; turally reſort to in n requeſting a favour, 25 


The 
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The fallacy of this will be at once apparent by 
obſerving, that there were not only two diſtin 


| ſentences, but that the firſt is merely ſtating a mat- 
ter of fact, I begged you in my laſt to do fo and ſo. 
The ſecond was aſking a favour—Will you oblige 
me by an order? The words omitted totally varied 
the ſenſe; for as the original letter ſtood, - there 


could not be a doubt of the meaning, as Mr. Fra- 


ſer allows. A diſtinct line was drawn between two 
things the 5 or 6000 rupees en Mr. Fraſer's own 
account, and the 20,000 rupees characterized as a 
loan by the promiſe to replace them, Whereas, by 
the manner in which Mr. Fraſer modelled the 
copy, not only was this marked diſtinction oblite- 
rated, but the reader was led to conclude that he 
| aſked the 20,000 rupees on the ſame footing as be © 
I formerly aſked the 5 or 6000, © I begged of 
pen in my laſt to let me have a bill on Calcutta 
90 for 5 or 6000 rupees on my 0wn account: ſhould = 
ce you have: any caſh in Calcuns, will you oblige me 
8 by an order for 20,000, a T will thank you.” 
Could any perſon. interpret this otherwiſe than 
that Mr. Fraſer, having requeſted 5 or 6000 rupees 
on his own account in the firſt letter, now made an 5 
additional requeſt on the ſame account ? 


„5 
Pp. 113, 
8 114, and 


But Mr. Fraſer attempts to ſhow not only 5 
that the words omitted were immaterial, becauſe 


the omiſſion or inſertion did not vary the ſenſe, 


but that what I found upon this act of his is 


fooliſh, abſurd, and improbable, I need. not fol- 
low him through. a long e tending to 


| * Ea | 8 ſhow > 


[2 DS 
ſhow that the mutilated copy could not aid his ; 
own demand on Colonel Hannay's eſtate; nor is it 
of any conſequence whether he did or did not at- 
tempt to derive any aid from it. What uſe Mr. Fra- 
ſer might have made of this mutilated copy, if he and 


Colonel Hannay's executors had gone to law or enter- 


_ ed into an arbitration, I know not. But I ſay ſtill, he 
might have appealed to it, as ſhowing he treated 
Colonel Hanhay as his debtor for a large ſum in 


September 1780; and there is another plain, na- 


tural inference from the admitted fact of a mutila- e 


tion, which Mr. Fraſer has overlooked. It vas 

done becauſe he ſaw or thought the expreſſion i in the 

N original would operate againſt his own claim, which 
was to be taken into conſideration after Har- 
per 8. The letter, as mutilated, was evidence for : 


= him; if not mutilated, it might be brought K 


55 evidence againſt him. I did not, and could not, 


ſtate this as abſolutely certain; but here was an 
omiſſion of material words—here were plauſible 


reaſons for the omiſſion. I was convinced in my own 
mind that theſe were the true reaſons for a circum- 


ſtance ſo critical. Let others judge for themſelves. Fe 


Mr. Fraſer's next labour is to vindicate himſelf With- 
from the charge of not producing an account of h 
the difoucſments' for the elephant concern made as . 5 
by himſelf; and here, according to cuſtom, he account. 


aſſumes facts which have no put e to reaſon 
upon them in the way beſt ſuited to his purpoſe: 
but to any one who reads my Narrative, and his 
Anſwer, with attention, his deſign muſt be obvi- 


ous. = 
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1 6 J 
ous. That . charged Mr. F rafer with CuppreM 
ing the whole, or all the diſburſements, on account 


of the elephant concern, is not true. The word 


cobole, which Mr. Fraſer has put in italics, was 


not uſed by me on this ſubject ; nor did I ever 


intend to charge him with keeping back the ac- 


count of any other diſburſements than thoſe which 
| he himſelf had made. My words are, «That 


+ «Mr. Fraſer himſelf was the very man, who, _ 
c agent to the partics, actually made the diſburſe- 


„ ments, which now e e the great difficulty 


ae in ſettling the accounts.” Now in the appre- 


henſion of every man of common underſtanding, | 
| what can this expreſſion (though perhaps not per- 
fectiy definite) mean, but that Mr. Fraſer | 
concealed thoſe diſburſements which he himſelf 
had made? for it muſt be the accounts which 


the executors had not received, not thoſe which 


they were in poſſeſſion of, which created the 
difficulty. Mr. Fraſer further alleges, that, to 
fix this imputation on him, of having kept back 
the whole accounts, I gave a partial and un- 
fair quotation of his letter to Colonel Hannay of 


the 13th July 1781, namely, “ The accompany - 


& ing 1s, 1 believe, an extract of my di ſourſements for 
25 <« elephants.” The very expreſſion of my di iburſe- | 


ments ſhews, that the whole was not meant, and 


my having printed the letter at length in the Ap- 
pendix, is ſufficient evidence that L had no inten- 


8 tion to miſrepreſent him. This is further proved 5 


1 


by the extract of my letter from Falmouth, which Anfner, 
Mr. Fraſer himſelf has given, and by a Note ug 
(p. 28. of Appendix to my Narrative), where, 
after mentioning the contents of the bundle found 
among Colonel H annay s papers indorſed elephant 5 
accounts, it is ſaid, © That Mr. Fraſer's own ac 
c count of di iſburſements for elephants, as agent for 
« Colonel Hannay, was not found until the rigor=- 
“ cus ſearch ſome months thereafter,” - 5 


| | Aer taking a great deal of pains to prove 
what has never been denied, namely, that! 
knew he had only made part of the diſpurſe- 
ments, Mr. Fraſer proceeds, « With reſpect to the 
cc allegation, that in this account (viz. the ac- 
count with the executors as attorney for Colonel 
400 Harper) I had given no credit for Colonel Har- 
«« per's proportion of the diſburſements charged, 5 
«whereby the eſtate of Colonel Hannay would 
cc have been injured, the objection was over- ruled 
| c in the ſecond arbitration, becauſe my partial = 
account of thoſe charges had been included as, 
ce à part of the whole ſum that had been e e „ 
cc aſſeſſed in the manner before mentioned.“ 
— - fact, however, is very different; and, as 1 
am informed by the executors, is truly as follows: 
The elephants were carried up the country in three 
herds. The accounts which the executors had di. 
covered at the time of the firſt arbitration, related 
chiefly to one of the three herds we been 
conducted by a Mr. M Cornock. But the accounts 
135 were by no means complete, even as to chat ted; ; 
i and 


p. 131. 


and particularly the account of diſburſements made 
by Mr. Fraſer, which related to it, was wanting. 
The executors, however, made up an account = 
| the expence of that herd as they beſt could and 
then ſtated the expence of the other two (as to 
which they were almoſt totally in the dark), by a 
rateable proportion of the' firſt, according to the 
number of elephants, &c. Hence it follows in- 
diſputably, that Mr. Fraſer, by withholding his 
ona. account, occaſioned a loſs to Colonel "Rp 
nay's eſtate in the eſtimate of the expence of every 
one of the herds. A letter from Mr. Ramſay 


Hannay “ to the arbitrators, ſuggeſting that there 


might be diſburſements of which he had no ac- 
count (the papers diſcovered being apparently im- 

perfect), was read in the hearing of Mr. F raſer, ; 

who fat by coolly without giving the ſmalleſt i inti- 5 
mation of his being poſſeſſed of an account, which 
would have made a conſiderable addition to the eſ- 
timate; which accounts he had got payment of, by 


carrying the ſum to the Colonel's debit, in their 


general account current, and conſequently he al- 
1 lowed the arbitrators and Connel F 8 execu- N 
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* The 1 ns: Mr. Hainan 8 1 are, 40 Ss: is 5 
1 0 idea my brother entertained of the ſtate of the account, 


beg your indulgence in ſubmitting to you, whether it 


« is not probable that there may have been diſburſements, of 
«6 ewhich wwe have not found any account, for, thoſe we have 
found, are from looſe papers, and not from wy nh at be. 
700 connected mn of the matter.“ IE 


CELL 


tors to remain in ignorance; whereby a moſt im- 


proper advantage was obtained in favour of his 


| friend Colonel Harper. What his reaſon for a 
conduct fo unjuſtifiable was, he himſelf knows beſt. 
I ſtated in the Narrative what appeared to me the 
reaſon, viz. That he did not chuſe to exhibit that 
account, becauſe it was connected with and indeed 


made part of the general account current, which he 


never meant to produce, as it would dare his 


5 | mo claim upon the Note of hand. 


Mr Fraſer, in his Anſwer, ſays, < A perſon, © 


| © then reſiding in Calcutta, who had conducted 


00 the driving of one of the herds, had furniſhed : 
cc an account of the expences, from which 3 


ee pro rata account of the expence of the 


8 other two herds was formed, and the whole 


c ſym agreed was 25,000 rupees.” The perſon 
here alluded to is Mr. M<Cornock. Would not 
any one, reading this paſſage, believe two things, | 
if, That Mr. Mc<Cornock's account was furniſhed 


| to the executors or arbitrators : and 2dly, That 
the account ſo furniſhed ſhowed the total expence 


of one of the herds? There is not a doubt that 
Mr. Fraſer meant to impreſs his readers with ſuch 


belief; and yet he could not poſſibly believe fo him- 
ſelf. By the account furniſhed, nothing can be meant 


but the ſcraps of accounts found by the executors 
among Colonel Hannay's papers ; and that the 15 


account made up from thoſe ſcraps did not con- 


tain the total expence of the herd which M*Cor- 
nock conducted, Mr. Fraſer, beyond contra- 


|  diRtion, knew all along, becauſe his own diſburſe- 


mente 


261 


ments were not included, though charged by him 
to Colonel Hannay's debit, and that debt extin- 
guiſhed by value received on account. 


It is true, that notwithſtanding the diſcovery of 
Mr. Fraſer's account of diſburſements, the ſum of 
money granted to Colonel Harper under the firſt 
award was confirmed by the ſecond ; but that was 
not done for the reaſon Mr. Fraſer aſſigns, but was 
cowing to the following circumſtance: At the ſe- 
cond arbitration, it was difcovered that Colonel 
HFannay had received a ſum of money at an ear- 
lier period than at firſt known, and the intereſt 
allowed on that ſum nearly counterbalanced what 
1 was further due to the eſtate on the ſcore of Mr. 
„ elephant diſpurſements. The difference 
YZ TE. ſmall, that the arbitrators did not think 1 it 
| ES worth while to enter into the calculation minutely. 
The fact, therefores remains exattly as T1 Rated --- 
3 it, namely, that Mr. Fraſer, though he found that 
= the executors had not diſcovered his own account 
olf diſburſements at the firſt arbitration, and knew 
that it was material towards the proper adjuſtment 
of the points then under diſcuſſion, kept it back, 
and, in fact, never delivered a copy of it; it was 


found by the executors among che yrs of the 5 
anner "0 
The fa- Mr. Fraſer has jak BY charge of iaving 35 
| bricated 5 fabricated one of the letters ſent by him to the 
letter. executors, by combating the motives imputed 
to him for ſuch fabrication. Theſe I will not 
diſpute with : him, He e, mlt be al- 


low. ed 


TO 


| lowed to underſtand the reaſons of his own a 


better than I do. But as he has not attempted to 


_ conteſt the facts upon which the charge of fabri- 


cation is founded, and as the very act itſelf is a vi- 
cious one, I {till call upon him to explain his views 
* doing this, if he thinks that I have miſrepreſented | 


them. The ſophiſtry he employs on this occaſion 
is too curious not to be pointed out. He firſt en- 


deavours to ſhew, that he could not have been in- 


fluenced by the motives imputed to him; then con- 
cludes, that having no motives, he could not have 0 
committed the fabrication; and not having com- 1 


mitted it, it is not incumbent on him to aſſign 


his reaſons for doing it. This is what the logi- 

Cians call reaſoning in a circle. I reply, That, 

admitting him to have proved that the mo- 
tives imputed to him were not founded, it does 


not follow that he could have none; and that 


if the fact is eſtabliſhed, it reſts with him 6 

| aſſign his reaſons. But the fabrication, though | 
not admitted by Mr. Fraſer, has not yet been ſet 

aſide, or the facts controverted upon which the 


charge 1s founded. J have ſaid in the Narrative, 


wjhat 1 here repeat, that though the date of the letter 
given in by him be changer as he deſires from the 


1ſt December 1780 to the 1ſt January 1781, it is 


An ſwer, 
p. 42. 


ml equally inconſiſtent and incompatible with the 


5 : genuine letter of the 24th. December 1780. I will 
not detain the reader by a recapitulation of all the 
particulars to prove this, but may ſafely refer any 


one to che letters themſclves. 1 ſhall here Juſt call -- 


. 5 the 


N Anſwer, 
P. 44.52. 


the reader's attention to the term uſed | in the fabri. | 
rated letter: You have not replied to my requi- 
1 ſition of 20,000 rupees.” Is the word 8 


1 65 1 


tive of a debt or of a favour aſked ?_ 


There were ſome other things ſtated in the Nar- ; 


rative, which Mr. Fraſer eagerly lays hold owt : 
; triumphs i in an aſſumed detection of their being inac- 


curate, or without foundation. I ſhall certainly not 
_ dwell on them here. For, whether Mr. Fraſer is to be 
conſidered as Colonel Hannay's agent or his friend; 
— the preciſe time when his connection with that 
gentleman began ;—whether the account delivered N 


on the Zoth of April 1775 was or was not the firſt; — : 
and whether the laſt was open, or a balance ſtrucx;: - 
5 laſtly, the number of months, previous to the claim 1 


of the Note, that the account in which it was con- 


feſſedly liquidated had been delivered in. Though 1 


could ſtill diſpute with Mr. Fraſer upon ſome of 
_ theſe points, yet if error of mine upon any of 


them will avail him, I ſhall yield him the benefit; 


that I was miſtaken, however, reſts upon his aller 1 


tion; that I wilfully miſrepreſented facts ſo inſignifi- 
cant, who will believe? but iſrepreſentation | is a uſe- 
ful topic, and it is always right to ſtave off the true 


queſtion when | a man Is to grapple with ! it to his 55 


. ruin. 


Mr. Fial kits alſo ben notice of an e 


5 of mine, in ſaying, that the mutilated and fabricated 


letters were delivered by him to the arbitrators at-- 
the firſt award. The fact is, they were laid upon 


- the table for the information of the arbitrators, and 


were 


t 67 


5 were : atteſted by Mr. Fraſer ; y whether they were 


delivered by him directly, or through the meeium ; 


of the executors, 1s of no moment; 


* have TER wanna Mr. Frafer $ arguments, and Coidla-: 


the ſeveral circumſtances relied on by him to prove f< 


his innocence. Thoſe circumſtances by themſelves 


adn: 


are of little weight, | and afford at moſt but 


equivoral preſumptions. But what are they when 


e in oppoſition to the pregnant proofs on the 
bother ſide? If it is proved that he actually ſaw 
and examined the Note and the accounts, before, 18 


and while making his claim, all preſumptions in 
I his favour vaniſh ; the ground they reſt on is gone. 


His main argument is, that he muſt have pro-— 
ceeded on a miſtake; that the lerms of the Note 
rendering his detection highly probable, he never 
could be ſo fooliſh as to ground a demand upon it, 
if he had looked at it; but that he made the de- 


mand, though the debt had been previouſly paid, 
is admitted; that he was not ignorant of the terms 


of the Note, is demonſtrated; "wad even if it could 
be ſuppoſed that he was, {till his books muſt have 
ſatisfied him that he had no right to the ſum men- 

tioned in it. Every time he balanced his books, 
: the ſame truth muſt have been impreſſed on his : 


mind. Whether he acted fooliſhly or not, is no- 


thing to the purpoſe. I have ſhown, however, 


from his writings, and from che circumſtances, 
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that his hopes of ſucceeding were far from being | 


ill founded: Mr. Fraſer is not a fool, nor was he : 


then ſuſpected to be a knave. 


The charge is not, that he 5% defrauded 


Colonel Hannay's executors, but that he attempted 


1 fay with confidence, that the attempt is 


vel, as clearly as ſuch a crime can be. I never 
faid (becauſe it was impoſſible I ſhould know) that 


he was determined, whatever might occur, to go all 


lengths, and to perjure himſelf; though I ſtated 


upon his own authority, that he offered to ſwear 


to what was certainly not true, and which very few 


men would have ſworn with no more information 
than he had. If there be a probability that hae 
would have heſitated when put to the teſt, and on 


the brink of perjury ; and, if there be merit in that 
| heſitation, I have no objection to his claiming and 


being allowed that merit. If it be any conſolation : 


do him to think that the meaſure of his i iniquity was | 


Anſwer, 
2 


not full, it is far from my wiſh to deprive him of it. : 
This diſpute began, by my intimating that he was 
_ unworthy of a place in the ſociety of gentlemen. 
I, think ſo till, and am convinced that every perſon 
who reads this deliberately, and is capable of form- : 
ing an 1 opinion, will ) Join 1 me. 


Before E proceed to What particularly regards my- ub 


ſelf, I muſt beg leave to lay a very few words with 


report to the virulent attack which Mr. Fro: has > 


> L 69 1 f 
; made upon the chärncder of Colonel H annay' s exe The 6 at- 
cutors. I ſhould leave it to thoſe gentlemen to an- RE 
ſwer for themſelves, were it not evident that the re- Hannay's 
flections againſt them are obliquely aimed at me. n 
y - 
Mr. Fraſer ſays, It is perfectly clear, that, at the conſider- 
c time Mr. Ramſay Hannay applied to him for a ed · 
copy of the account current, the executors had 
= diſcovered the original, which, at that moment, 
« was in their poſſeſion; and, conſequently, the let- 
c ter written to him was inſidiouſſy calculated to 
"G; draw from him ſomething that might be afterwards 
c turned to his Preiser. Where Mr. Fraſer 
85 found this perſe# clearneſs, I cannot divine. He 
quotes as his authority, a pailage from the Narrative, 
Where it is ſaid, at this very time, that is, at or 
about the date of Mr. Fraſer's letter bf the 23d of 
M,garch, the executors had found all the papers. 8 
The note which requeſted the copy of the ac- 
count was ſent on the morning of the 22d. I am 
Well aſſured, and was fo at the time of writing the _ 
| Narrative, that the diſcovery was not beſte: the 
+... 200 It will not cafſily be believed, that, after 
| finding the account, the executors would be at the 
| pains to aſk a copy of it, as they did on the 22d. 
The view aſcribed to them 5 Mr. Fraſer cannot 
therefore be true. 
The whole of Mr. Fraſer {conduct as wel 2s what 
Mr. Johnſton Hannay had heard his brother 8 
Colonel declare, led the executors to ſuſpect a fraud. 
It may be referred to any man of common ſenſe, let 
his ir be what it will, whether any other con- 


. „ ſtruction 


ſtruction could be put upon the anſwer given by 
Mr. Fraſer to the plain queſtion, Upon what oc- 


«4 


[OE] 


: caſion the Note was granted? and upon the denial ” 
of all information to thoſe who had a right, and _ 


Choſe duty it was to aſk it. 
Anſwer, 


But Mr. Fraſer ſays, admitting that the execu- 


tors were convinced that he intended to defraud 
them ; it was vindictive, ungenerous, and inhu- 
man, to endeavour to entrap him into a falſe oath, 


— 0 ſpread the ſnare of perjury in his path. 


The executors had not the leaſt reaſon to ſup- 
poſe that Mr. Fraſer proceeded. upon a miſtake, 


5 or without full knowledge of the real fact. They 


were juſtly irritated at his refuſing the inform 
ation they were entitled to. In this ſituation, they 


diſcovered complete evidence of che intended fraud, 


and which at the fame time ſhowed them that Mr. 
Fraſer had repeatedly, i in words and by writing, told 


5 direct falſehoods; not ſeveral, but many: that be 


bad often oſked payment of this Note from Colonel 


_ Hannay—that payment had been often promiſed—that : 


the Colonel bad ſuggeſted means of liquidating the 
debt—that they converſed together on the Jubjef the 
; preceding year, &c. &c. The criminal intention was 


 agoravated in a high degree by the connection 


vhich had ſubſiſted between Colonel Hannay and 5 
Mr. Fraſer, and the demand being made againſt Exe- 
cutors, at a time too when Mr. Fraſer knew, or fup- 
poſed, that the evidence of payment was loſt. He 
had voluntarily offered to make oath; were they 5 
to blame en, in niet the experiment, how far 


ſuch 


K * * 
fach a man would go ? While ſuch practices ereate - 
deteſtation in Guy honeſt breaſt, ws muſt ſtand 


9 nequitted. 


| Hering eren all Mr. Fraſer $ objections to Vindica- 
5 che Narrative, it remains to reply to his accuſations = 
_ againſt myſelf ; for, from being the accuſed, he conduct. 
becomes at times the accuſer It could not eſcape 
him, that to traduce my character was a kind of 
defence of himſelf; and that it was his intereſt to 
draw the general attention from an examination . 
his own guilt to a different topic. When he ap- 
. pealed to the feelings of the public, by repreſent- 
ing himſelf as a perſecuted man, it became ne- 
ceſſary to ſnow what could induce perſecution. 
He has accordingly begun by repreſenting me 
as actuated by reſentment and malice, which he 
ſuppoſes to ave originated in my being diſappoint- 
ed in ſome matters which I entruſted to his care in 
Bengal. But though I could not allow him to aſ- 
ſiume merit, or to ſay he had laid me under obli- 
gations in a buſineſs where I had reaſon to be diſ- 
ſatisfied, I was far from entertaining any reſentment, 
much leſs, malice againſt him; and in proof of this 1 
refer to Mr. Fraſer's own teſtimony, © You appeal 
of 49 my recollection,” (fays he, in his letter of 3iſt 
eg F + er March 1 


, . * 
”. ” # a n 
a 4 
- 1 * % "ate * 


t . 1 


March 1785), © that your go0d-will was aol 
“ procal. Ido not doubt that it was.” And again, 
Tou did me the honour frequently to invite me 
to your abode at the Powder-mills in 1780, and — 
your reſidence near Calcutta in 1782 and 1783.” 
Can it be believed that I ſhould thus have 
repeatedly invited to my houſe a man againſt whom 
I] entertained reſentment and malice, whoſe vi- 
fits could be no object of vanity or intereſt, from 
his rank and ſituation in life? The truth is, that 
till the diſcovery of Mr. Fraſer's conduct in the 
affair with Colonel Hannay's executors, he had 
my good opinion and regard. From that time, 1 
reſolved to have no connection with him. - 
It is next aſſerted, that I ſhewed partiality when 
: acting as an arbitrator in adjuſting the accounts of 
5 Colonels Hannay and Harper, and that the reviſion 
of the award was demanded at my inſtigation. 1 
The laſt fact I flatly deny; and the other is as falſe 
as it is ridiculous. Will any reaſonable man be- 
lieve that I could ſhew a keenneſs againſt Colonel 
Harper, becauſe Mr. Fraſer was his agent, parti- 
5 cularhy at the time of the firſt award, when I was 
inviting Mr. Frafer to my houſe? I am likewiſe 
55 accuſed of having attempted to prejudice him in 
the opinion of Captain Frith, on the ſecond 
_ arbitration. It is true that 1 informed Captain 
Frith of the particulars of Mr. F raſer's conduct 
to the executors, and mentioned my opinion of 
the neceſſity of our receiving no vouchers that 
vere not clearly authentic ; and this caution every 
| 1 | | one 


te 


e 


Tae 1 


one will now agree was proper.. I am alſo Gi 5 
to have miſrepreſented Mr. Fraſer to Colonel 


Harper at St. Helena, in my way to England, 


. by informing him that Mr. Fraſer had received 


a larger ſum on his account than was awarded · 


In the firſt place, this reſts entirely on Mr. Fraſer's 
\ authority, and he has told it as if various letters 


had paſſed between us on this occaſion ; whereas, 


Anſwer, . 


my anſwer, in the letter of the 5th of April 17859, 
when he mentioned the circumſtance, is  --- 


ſame, with what I now repeat, That ] ſpokefrom me- 
mory, having no exact recollection of the ſum. To. 
miſrepreſent the fact, could anſwer no purpoſe, even 


to malevolence itſelf, as Colonel Harper was then 


on his way to Bengal, where he was. certain of 


= learning the exact Gun awarded him, from Co- 
lone] Hannay's acting executor, to whom I referred 


him. Mr. Fraſer therefore muſt allude to other 


circumſtances when he ſays I miſrepreſented him 
to Colonel Harper; for I readily acknowledge, 
that I ſpoke my ſentiments freely to the Colonel 


of it. 


relative to Mr. Frafer's conduct; and if this 
is what he terms  miſtepreſenration, I was s guilty 5 


The affair of the Mate terminated in April 


1783, and Mr. Fraſer remained in Bengal till 


February 1784. Colonel Hannay's executors 


made no ſecret of the opinion they entertained of 
5 him, or of the facts upon which it was grounded; 


8 ter, ; Athough, he und. his ſociety ſhunned by 
perſons 


8 yet he took no ſtep whatever to clear * charac- _ 


Fs 
perſons with whom he had before been moſt intl. 
mate. He knew better than to riſk an enquiry 
there, where ſuch a defence as he has made Here 
would have been laughed at, and where there : 
ren be no pretence of want of proofs. 
He arrived in England about the end of the 
year 71784. TI met him ſometime after this 
at the India Houſe. He confeſſes that he was 
not ignorant of what I had ſaid of him to Capt. 


PFrith and Colonel Harper but of theſe things 


he choſe to take no notice to myſelf for ſeveral 
months. At a meeting of the Bengal ſociety, of 
which I was an original member, upon the 3d of 
March 1785, Mr. Fraſer's name being mentioned as 
a candidate, I took the gentleman who propoſed him 
aſide, and in a few words acquainted him with 


5 Mr. Fraſer's conduct towards Colonel Hannay's 
executors, upon which I reſted an objection to 
Bis being admitted, and the gentleman thereupon 


5 dropped the propoſal. In the Anſwer, Mr, Fraſer 
accuſes me of miſrepreſenting what paſſed on that 
occaſion. I faid, in the Narrative, “ That I 
« took the gentleman who propoſed him aſide, 
and having diſcloſed to him thoſe circumſtances 
„ of Mr. Fraſer's conduct, which I am here : 
« about to relate, I ſatisfied him how improper = 
« z perſon he was to be admitted into any ſo- 
« ciety, and from this repreſentation he relin- 
* quiſhed his intention.“ I believe my language 

zs ſufficiently correct and expreſſive of my mean- 
ing. I did not aſſert that I convinced the gentle- 
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man of Mr. Fraſer's guilt; ſtill 1 that 1 had 


left ſuch an impreſſion on his mind as to prevent 


his liſtening to Mr. Fraſer's defence : but I ſatiſ- 
fied him, as I muſt have ſatisfied any man, that 
: Mr. F raſer, with ſuch an imputation remaining 
85 againſt his character, was an improper perſon 5 


to be admitted into any ſociety. That the gen- 


tleman was ſo far ſatisfied, is evident from his drop- 
ping his intention, and the e! has never Jin mince 


- been renewed. 


„ meeting of the h the circum- I 

5 funce of Mr. Fraſer having been propoſed for a 
8 member, and the way the propoſal came to be laid 
aſide, was the ſubject of converſation ; and I then 


gave my reaſons publicly, uſing no ceremony 


with Mr. Fraſer's character. Intelligence of what 
_ paſſed at the firſt meeting here alluded to, was 
no doubt conveyed to Mr. Fraſer immediately, 
| After three weeks deliberftion, and after he muſt 
| likewiſe have been informed of what paſſed at 
8 the ſecond meeting, he wrote me the letter 
1, printed firſt in the Appendix to his Anſwer, 
calling it an unjuſt and illiberal attack upon his 
Character, originating in deliberate and pointed 
malevolence; and therefore demanding a ſuitable 
_ apology, or the ſatisfaction due to a much-injured 
| gentleman. I anſwered by an offer to prove 
what I had aſſerted; which, I ſaid, was the 
only ſatisfaction the caſe admitted: that not 
being conſcious of having miſ- ſtated any fact, 
there was no room for an apology. To 
n N TP il 
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i this 1 received his immediate reply, offering to 


refer the matter to impartial gentlemen, three of 


a ſide; and yet in the Anſwer he ſtates the propo- 
ſal for an arbitration as coming from me. My 


next letter refutes this; * I cannot decline fo 


fair a propoſal as you make, and 1 ſhall endea- 
; « your to prevail on three of my friends to meet 


« three of yours, to A this matter as 


« ſoon as poſſible.” 85 


Here it is proper to take notice of an PORT, | 


tion of Mr. Fraſer's; that ! in the Narrative I ſup- 


pPreſſed the circumſtances which occurred previous 
to the award. T hat I did not give them in de- 


tail is true, and my reaſon is obvious. It was 


my wiſh not unneceſſarily to ſwell a publication 
which Mr. Fraſer himſelf terms voluminbus, and 
not to divert the attention from the main queſtion. 
In this reſpect my conduct might injure Mr. 


PFraſer, but in nothing elſe. I certainly did not 


mean to conceal that he had ſent me a challenge. | 
That circumſtance, from which he aſſumes ſo 


much credit to himſelf, I had publiſhed in every _ 


. newſpaper... J might fafely have left the relation 


bol his conduct to explain my refuſal, but left it 


| ſhould be miſtaken, I ſtated it fully in a letter; © 


an extract of which 1s inſerted below *. for thoſe 


who may not have ara ſeen | it. 


From 


6—— 


at. 


—— 


1 BIvE One chit ng, | however, it is 5 neceſſary to Abe notice 


- of; he reproaches me 7 with cowardice, becauſe. I declined 


. meeting . 


TY 


From my declining to meet him, Mr. Fraſer 


takes occaſion to brand me with cowardice. I 


know there are certain laws called thoſe of honour, 
and I revere them. 1 am not ignorant that dif- 
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« meeting him as a gentleman, Thoſe who know me will 

* acquit. me of being under the influence of any ſuch 

* motive, and I challenge Mr. Fraſer, in the courſe of a 

Tong acquaintance, to produce a ſingle inſtance in ſup- 
port of his charge. It is well known, that an appeal to 

- . << the laws of honour, can only be admitted among bonourable 5 


nen. The man who commits, or attempts to commit, a 


crime againſt ſociety, which the laws of every ſociety 


„ puniſh, proſtitutes his honour with his integrity, and re- 


nounces for ever the claims of a gentleman, To meet 
Fein, therefore, in the field, would be to contradict by 


« 
'C 


* my actions, the charges which I have brought againſt 5 
— — him, and give the world room to ſuſpect that I wanted 
4 to _ others of the truth ad what 1 did not believe 5 
„ myſelf, . 
N There is, however, another 3 which Mr. Fraſer = 
Mo, may yet make —I mean to the laws of his country; where, 
« if I miſrepreſented his conduct, he will certainly obtain 
4 redreſs. JJ 8 
As to his threats 
Ro cc me too well, ſeric 


er inſult, 1 am perſuaded he knows 
uſly to entertain any ſuch idea. 7 fall 


«© neither feek him nor avoid him; but if his preſent ſituation i 


A 


| ſhould drive him to take any ſuch deſperate ſtep, he, may 
a. try it once ; it t will be "BF th i he n it a # (econ. : 
42 time. I | | 

| OO do AFL. Oo 1 am, Ms - 57 
; Loxnor, April 10, 8 0. ROBERT STEWART." „„ 
1 . „„ at 
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ferences ſometimes occur between e 


which make an appeal to the ſword neceſſary. But 
was this one of them? With the tha f perfect 
conviction and certain knowledge of Mr. F Fraſer ; 
having acted in a manner which rendered him 


unworthy of a place in any ſociety; with 4 


| fixed reſolution never to fit in his company ME 


it could be avoided; * ſound him propoſed as 2 


member of a ſociety to which I had the honour to 
belong. It required a majority of black balls to rejet 


4 candidate, and I was reduced to the neceſſity either 
of ſeeing him choſen, and conſequently of abandon- 
ing the ſociety myſelf, or of communicating my 
ſentiments. Was I to accept of a challenge from 
a man whoſe character was not doubtful, but i in- 


famouy 1 in the opinion of every one who had ac- 


| Anſwer, 
5. 3 


ceſs to know the circumſtances. Was I to fight, 
becauſe, upon an occaſion where it became neceſſary, : 
1 told a fact, notorious in the country where it 4 
happened, which was likewiſe known to many in 
London, and which I was ready, if deſired, to 


ſupport by evidence? Mr. F raſer himſelf is obliged 
to confeſs that I was not; for if the charge was 


true, atis faction in that ſhape he had no title to 
| aſk or expect. Had 1 inſtantly agreed to meet 
Mr. Fraſer on receipt of his letter of the 25th of 


c March 1785, I ſhould have been counted a fool 
and a madman by every perſon of common ſenſe, 


let their feelings of honour be as nice as ever dwelt 
in the human breaſt. I ſhould have been aſked_ 


- by all, Were there no Pr oofs of the char e. in your 


power? ? 
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power? ? Ought not you in the firſt place to Joie 
offered to exhibit thoſe proofs ? I did ſo; and the. 


next day produced 2 propoſal from Mr. F raſer to 


arbitrate, which I was adviſed to agree to. 


The next charge againſt me is, that as ſoon as 
the arbitrators were named, and the time of their 
meeting fixed, I wrote Mr. Fraſer, « That I was 
under the neceſſity of going abroad on particular 
e buſineſs, and purpoſed to ſer out;” which he 
ſeems to think affords him vaſt matter for triumph. . 
das going to run away from him, but be 

c chained me to this country by a letter.” In 
the firſt place, I then, as now, thought it per- 
fectly impoſſible that any two impartial men, 
with the evidence before them, which has 
ſince been ſubmitted to the public, could dif- 
fer in opinion about Mr. Fraſer's conduct, and 

my concluſion is now fully juſtified. Mr. Fraſer 
had not ther ſet up the defence he now reſts on; he 

never informed the arbitrators that he had not 

| looked at the Note of hand; but without ſuch i 5 
formation, will he, or any of his friends, pretend 5 


to fay that there is a ſhadow of apology for him, 


or a poſſibility of his having been miſtaken ? 
He will not now, nor will his arbitrators juſtify 
his conduct from inaccuracies in accounts or cor- 

: reſpendence. But independent of the conviction . 
in my own mind of the termination of the 
award, I was under the neceſſity of going abroad 

| on. buſineſs of conſequence—the time of my de- 
parture was fixed by the failing of the packet 


9 
| 
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from Falmouth, which was announced for a certain” 
day. Not apprehending therefore, that my re- 
maining in town could be at all neceſſary, I wrote 
to Mr. Fraſer that I was about to ſet out; but 
the moment he ſuggeſted that there might be 
an alternative, and that there was a poſſibility 
of the affair coming to a perſonal iſſue, I com- 
plied with his requeſt, and by doing fo miſſed the 
packet. Had I, as he has falſely repreſented, 
intended to fly from him, is it likely that I would 
ſend him notice of my intention ? But let me _ 
Mr. Fraſer, in my turn, how it happened that 
three weeks elapſed after the affair of the Bengal 
ſociety, before he called on me for ſatisfaction. 
Was his friend ſo indifferent about his character as 
to have kept him all this time in ignorance ? Or 
did Mr. Fraſer ſleep in London, as he had be- 
fore done in Bengal, quietly under this impu- 


tation: And yet he has the confidence to 
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_ afſert, that he acted under the charge as every 


man of honour and ſpirit would have done on a 
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fimilar occaſion. But does this appear from his 
deferring his challenge to the very eve of my 
- departure, and then burying. on an arbitration, | 
_ which be appears evidently to have done, in order ” 
to give as little time as poſſible for inveſtigation? | 
T he arbitrators met on the zoth of March 1785; 
and after a conſultation of two hours ſigned an 
award, which Mr. Fraſer ought to bluſh when he 
produces to the public: an dun of which, the 
Gentlemen who figned 1 it muſt, in ſome degree, be 
alhamed. 


"ER... —*:. OE -". 


1 
aſhamed. They certified; that they had care- 
Fulhy inveſtigated the money tranſactions between 
Mr. Fraſer and the executors of Colonel Hannay, 


which had been reported to the prejudice of tage 
former; and after the moſt particular enquiry, they 
were of opinion that Mr. Fraſer was acquitted of 
any intention to defraud, at the ſame time, that his 
inaccuracies in his accounts and correſpondence were 
ſufficient to have miſled me. Could it be believed, 
if it were not eſtabliſhed, that there was no inveſti- 
fa gation, uo enquiry. that the arbitrators did not 


examine the evidence, in ſupport of the charge, 


ready to be produced, and actually offered ? TwW0 
of Mr. Fraſer's referees did indeed aſſert, in tbe 
newſpapers, that they put many gueſtions to Mr. 
Johnſton Hannay, who attended, but upon his 
denying it, and calling on them to ſay what theſe 
_ queſtions were, they bad forgot all. This being 
the caſe, it is needleſs to enter into criticiſms of 
the award—to aſk what is meant by inaccuracies. 
Does it allude to his aſſerting downright groſs 
falſehoods i in his letters to the executors ? 8 „ 
5 does, and it could allude to nothing elſe with any 
propriety, we muſt conſeſs that the word inaccura- : 
cies was well choſen. ED ns | 


—Þ% give the arbitrators credit 7 ke motives ; IH 


155 they thought the matter had beſt be buried in obli- 
vion; and wiſhing to prevent diſagreeable con- 
ſequences to the parties, concluded their award, 
by an injunction to carry the diſpute no farther. 
Ihe truth is, as the three gentlemen named . 
. by me, afterwards declared under their hands, 


„ that 


CS — 


tn] 


chat the arbitrators on the 9 of Mr. Fraſer, 
though choſen in conjunction with mine, pur- 


poſely to try the queſtion, whether he was 
guilty of an intention to defraud, and no other, 


would not admit the idea of his being capable of it; 
that is, they came to the meeting predetermined 


5 Anſwer, 5 


„ 


to acquit him; and they had influence with my ar- 
bitrators to obtain their concurrence. The after- de- 
claration of my friends Mr. Fraſer calls An 5 

cc abuſe of truſt, and a violation of juſtice ;” and 


he argues, that as they had given it under their 


hands by the terms of the award, that they bad 5 
carefully inveſtigated the matter, credit ought not 


to be geen: to their ſubſequent and oppoſite ac- 


count. To any perſon who has read the Narrative 


and the Anſwer, and who ſhall read this Reply, the 
ting itſelf will prove that a careful inveſtigation 
and a moſt particular enquiry could not be made, 

: and a decided opinion formed at a meeting 1 = 
laſted but two hours, It is a fact confeſſed by 


Letter, 
31ſt Mar. 
77 


Mr. Fraſer's friends, that no more time was ſpent 
; upon it“: and it will be obſerved beſides, that 


ne profeſſed to name gentlemen who were | 


ſtrangers to the ſubject before. If further proof | 


| were wanting, to eſtabliſh that the inveſtigation 
was a mockery, Mr. Fraſer has furniſhed it by his 
late defence, and his tale of the advance to the 
0 Hil ** if the referees knew that he never 2 
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looked | 


„ 

5 looked at the Note, but was led to benen i it 
applicable to that advance, was it not a better 
ground to put hi NR . than inaccu- 
racies 5 


Though diſſatisfied with the iſſue of the buſi- PR 
neſs, I reſolved to acquieſce in the award. But Anf. * 


Mr. Fraſer's views were different. Exulting in the 
poſſeſſion of this mendicated award, he wrote me a 
letter the next day, in which he had the impudencde 
to ſtyle his acquittal honourable, and my charge ill 
founded. He proceeded to put me in mind of 
obligations I lay under to him. He threw the terms 
of the award in my teeth, as a condemnation of my 


conduct, in a way the moſt provoking. © In re- 


A ſpedt to your epithets (ſays he), Aron grounds, | 


4 fads, and poſitive proofs, afterwards dwindled 


into impreſjons,—1 ſhall be content by quoting, 


. 66 inaccuracies in accounts and correſponden 1 2 
— Sufficient. to have miſied Captain Stewart.” The 


letter went on: © You ſhould not have ſaid, the 


. of my demand on Colonel Hannay's BI 


ce eſtate came judicially before you, as one of the 
WT arbitrators between that eſtate and Colonel H ar- 
e per; an expreſſion which + conſtrued into an 

allegation that I had told a falſchood: and it 


3 concluded, * I am cone with che buſineſs, and 


ce ſhall only beg I may not have the honour of 
"= being the next ſubje& whom you ſhall be pleaſed . 


0 « to make free with.” 1 8 
Stung to the quick by this inſulting epiſtle from : 


5 2 man 1 knew to be guilty of an action the moſt — 
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Aiensdrable and who had been acquitted r 
the charge from the partiality of his own friends, 
and the lenity of mine, I wrote the letter, which 
is in the Appendix to the anſwer C. and concluded 
with expreſſing my hope that it would terminate 


our correſpondence. _ 


Immediately after the receipt bf Mr. Fraſer sletter 


IJ ſet ſail for Liſbon, and continued abroad till Fe- 
bruary 1786, which accounts for a filence he 
_ affects to reproach me with. As it was evident to 
me, that a man who wrote in fuch terms to myſelf, - 
would not be ſparing to others in reflections 9 
my prejudice; I drew up, during my abſence _ 


from England, a narrative of the. whole tranſ- 


I action. Upon my return, I. diſcovered that he 
ad ſhown his laſt letter without ſhowing my 
anſwer. Although my ſole view in writing the 
Narrative, was to fatisfy my particular friends 5 
and acquaintarice, who might doubt the propriety, . 
or be deſirous of Knowing the motives, of my 
conduct; yet, thinking it would be improper to 
uſe it, even in this manner, without the know- 
ledge of Mr. Fraſer and the referees, 1 I ad- 

5 Gel it to the latter. But upon mentioning this 
to Mr. Hugh Baillie, one of Mr. Fraſer's arbi- 
5 trators, and offering to ſend | it to him, he declined 8 
the peruſal. I met Mr. Fraſer in the lobby 
of the Houſe of Commons on the iſt of May | 
1786, when 1 informed him of my having writ= _ 
ten the Narrative, and affigned for my reaſon, that the 

award bad been made without examination of cob 


dence, 


T V4 
| dence, and that be bad written the letter above nen- 
Tioned. I told him I had no view but to fatisfy 
my own friends, unleſs his conduct compelled me 
to make a more general uſe of it. I offered to 
ſend it either to himſelf or to Mr. Baillie, but he 
refuſed to receive it; and added, that, if T uſed it, 
te by God be would take my life: a threat which! 
ſmiled at; obſerving, he had too much ſenſe. | Be 
was diſcovered ſoon after; that Mr. F raſer had em- 


ployed a perſon to follow me. The fellow was 
ſeized, and examined by Sir Samſon Wright, and 


confeſſed that he was hired by Mr. Fraſer to watch 


me, and acquaint him with all my motions. From 


the account which this agent gave of what had 
paſſed between him and his principal, and what 


another ſwore he had heard the man ſay, ſome im- 1 
proper deſign was apprehended by my friends. 


Mr. Scott, late of Bombay, having been preſent at 
the man's examination, reſolved to wait on Mr: 
Fraſer, and inform him, that if his intentions were 
| what appearances ſeemed to indicate, they were diſ- 
covered. Mr. Scott aſked Dr. Carmichael Smyth, 
who was likewiſe preſent at the examination, to ac- 
company him. I can only ſay I was averſe to the 
meaſure; and, that if any advances were made by 


theſe gentlemen towards a reconciliation; yy were 5 
| unauthoriſed by me, 


This dark and indefenfible contutt' of Mr. | 
Fraſer s would have juſtified me in the eyes of all 


= men, had I publiſhed the Narrative at that time; 


5 my not doing! it, was 2 5 a proof of my! forbearance. . 
e * 8 3 Te | Mr. | 


E 6 1 
| Nr. Fraſer s account of what paſſed between him 
al mer the Houſe of Commons is falſe and in- 
_ conſiſtent; it is of a piece with his tale of the Hill 
Rajah ; and, like it, never was heard of till the 
publication of his Anſwer. To account for his 
| ſuſpicious conduct in employing a perſon to dogge 
me, he has aſſerted that I ſaid «1 8 circulate 
a narrative of the whole buſineſs.” That he 
told me if I did fo, he would treat me as a ſcoundrel; 
and wiſhing to know if I really meant to carry the | 
intention I avowed into execution, and defirous to 
know the people with whom I conſulted, he em- 


ployed a man to "" him gence of my 
motions. ä 


Had Mr. Pinter pern confbicus that his 1 
; was unimpeachable, why this anxiety about its 
being known? 1 never ſaid, that I purpoſed A 
e cath Aa narrative; but that I meant it for the per- 
uſal of my friends. How his ſpy could diſcover 
whether or not I made this uſe of it, is not eaſy to ſay. 
It may therefore be preſumed that he had ſome other 
view in employing him. His converſation with 
me at the Houſe of Commons was in a ſtyle the 
moſt moderate. He began by telling me that he 
never uſed improper language, and the whole bent 
of his diſcourſe was to perſuade me not to ſhew the 
Narrative. I informed him, that I had already 
| ſhewn it to Major Gardiner, and this.gentleman at 
that very time had ſent it, by my deſire, to a friend 
| of Mr. 1 raſer S, "who declined the N but ac 
| quainted 


to me, is inconſi 


7 


| quainted Mr. F WY of the Sita 1. t is 


evident then he had received from me the provo- 
cation he alludes to, and might eaſily have met me, 
had he ſeriouſly entertained any ſuch. intention. 


He fays, * I withdrew into Scotland without his 
0 knowledge.” The fact is, I had fixed the time 
of my departure before I diſcovered his way-laying 
me; and my fellow=traveller had the complaiſance 
to wait untill the ſpy was taken up and examined 
whether Mr. Fraſer was acquainted with the pre- EE 
ciſe time of my leaving town, Ir never r thought = 


 neceflary to enquire. 


J remained in Scotland till the end of March 
1787, when I received information from London, 
that Mr. Fraſer and his friends, in the courſe 
of his canvaſs for the India direction, had taken 


great liberties with my character to remove the 


| ſuſpicions which hung upon his own, and that 

he was every where N the award with com- 
mentaries injurious to me. I conſidered the terms 
of the award, if they were not before, to be now 


completely broke by Mr. Fraſer; and that he de- 


ſerved no mercy from me: I therefore ſet out for 
London, where I arrived Juſt te ten _ before the | 


choice of directors. 
Mr. Fraſer admits his ſhowing the 3 bot 4 
the charge of his 


have been a firange co le 


aking commentaries injurious-F* 
ith itſelf. That it would 
n him to impute malice 


Anſwer, - 


P · . A 


to me, and, in ſupport of the imputation, to pro- 
duce a an award, which acquitted me of ſuch a mo- 


9 * a | tive, | 


L 886 ] 
tive. He muſt have been an Hor to exhibit a 
8 paper, which expreſsly ſtated, that his own inac- 


curacies were ſufficient to miſlead me, in order to ; 
prove that the accuſation was malicious. 


Is there indeed any ſuch inconſiſtency ? Is there 
a man who, to avoid a charge of fraud, would not 
_ ſhelter himſelf under a confeſſion of inaccuracy? Do 
the terms of the award acquit me of the imputation 
of malice ? It is our opinion, © That Mr. Fraſer's 
cc inaccuracies in bis accounts and correſpondence 
e are ſufficient to have miſled Captain Stewart.” 
That they did miſlead him is not ſaid, becauſe it 
could not be ſaid wich truth. I did not ground fy 
the charge upon inaccuracies in accounts, but upon 
direct proofs. of his guilt. The words were not 
intended as an acquittal of me, but to palliate the 
acquittal « of Mr. Fraſer. _ They afforded excellent 
ſcope for innuendoes ; and Mr. Fraſer is an extraor- 
dinary man, indeed, if he abſtained from them. 
It was ſingular, if, in his canvaſs, without preface 
and without obſervation, he preſented this award _ 
to thoſe whole votes he ſolicited. He could not 


utter a word which did not imply an accuſation of 
" himſelf or of me. 


” i 


Iris fulticient 1 to o ay, that I was gd; by: 

_ gentlemen of undoubted veracity, that Mr. Fraſer 

and his friends were making an improper uſe of. 
the award, and that it was neceſſary for me to 
repair to London to vindicate my character. 1 
ſhowed the letters I had received to ſome gentle- 5 
men in Scotland, who concurred in che ſame opinion. 


© would 


20 1 


1 would not | however: publiſh any thing till I had 
the conſent of the three gentlemen wha: had 
taken the trouble to be my arbitrators; and 
this I obtained, on convincing them that their 


| _ reaſons for | Joining in the award dictate d by Mr. 


Praſer's friends, though laudable, were not ſound, 
and that in writing me the letter of che 3 1ſt March 
* 5, he had broke the terms of it. . 
Another thing remained to be done as! then con- 


cCeived. I thought it neceſſary to have the Narrative, . 
which Thad drawn up, corrected and put in a dreſs | 


| proper for the eye of the public. With that view 
I delivered the manuſcript and the proofs into the 


hands of a friend, whoſe reputation will certain 


not ſuffer, when I ſtate, that only three days i in. 


 tervened between his firſt ſeeing the Narrative and 


its publication, during which he took the pains 
to alter the whole arrangement, and gave it the 
appearance of a new work. There was not a mo- 


ment for reviſal, and it went inſtantly to the Preſs. ; 
This is my apology for any trifling inaccuracies. 
I am conſcious of no wilful miſrepreſentation, and 
vwhen made ſenſible of any error, I am, and always 
= ſhall be, ready to apologize and correct. GED 
Mr. Fraſer repreſents the pan of the 


Narrative as an election job. IJ have explained 


what induced me to draw it up; and how I was 
at laſt obliged to give it to the public. If my 


principal purpoſe had really been to defeat him in 
his election, would I have deferred it till the laſt 


moment, when I thereby run ſo imminent a riſk) | 


ee e 00. 


1 


of not effecting the temporary purpoſe, which i it 15 
alleged I only had in view ? 
To conclude—I have been gradually and al- 
moſt imperceptibly led into a very unpleaſant diſ- 
pute. But I did not officiouſly enquire into the 
circumſtances and proofs of Mr. Fraſer's guilt. 7x 


They were communicated to me at a time when to 


have ſhut. my ears would have been a breach of 
| truſt, and I could not reſiſt conviction. With that 


conviction upon my mind, was I to blame i in op- 


poſing his. being choſen a member of a ſociety 
to which I belonged, when, had I not done it, 
_ I muſt have myſelf abandoned that ſociety, com 
poſed of people whom I eſteemed, and with whom 
I had been for many years in the habits of living? 
What has ſince followed has been on my part un- 
avoidable. Hurt as I was at ſeeing Mr. Fraſer 
eſcape by management, I determined to acquieſce 
in the award. His inſolence and folly opened the 
| buſineſs anew. The conſequence has been, I have 
expoſed a bad man to the world. I have been in- 
ſtrumental in preventing a perſon unworthy of 
all confidence from being choſen into a place 1 
great truſt; and though in doing ſo I have myſelf 
experienced unexampled calumny, my confolation 
zs, that the charge is true; my n motives n and 
| my conduct ſteadx. 5 
Before taking leave of Mr. F prater it may be To 


proper to obſerve, that he has repreſented him- 
ſelf on every occaſion as a man of high honour and 


ol indignant feelings. Where were theſe feelings 8 
| (i may be aſked) when he tamely ſuffered himſelf to 
: 7 


: i? | he? RX 9 " - 


[on * 


be Afi by the executors without a tent be 2— 


Why did he not demand an enquiry into his amy 


duct, when that conduct was reprobated by every 25 


man of character, even by ſome of his moſt in- 
timate friends? Was it a regard for his honour 
that induced him to huſh up the buſineſs, and to 
pay the law charges, which no man of honour 
would have done ?— Did he ſhew an anxious con- 
cern for his character, by taking no notice of my 
having traduced it (as he ſays) to Captain Frith 
and Colonel Harper Were his indignant feelings 5 
7 aſleep for three weeks after I had freely ſpoken my 
ſentiments of him at the Bengal ſociety ?—and finally, 
Was it the part of a man of honour, conſcious of 
integrity, to demand an apology where no apology = 
- ought to have been accepted, or to require ſatiſ- = 
faction before he had eſtabliſhed his innocence? 
Es and yet after ſuch conduct he preſumes to ad- 
dreſs me in a ſtyle of inſolence, which vir= 
tue herſelf would hardly aſſume, and which il! 
becomes a culprit arraigned at the bar of the pub- 
lic, waiting that awful ſentence which neither i 
ſophiſtry nor flowing periods can long avert. He 
tells me, that he defoiles: my pen equally with my 
ſword. The laſt indeed he has no reaſon to fear. 
I feel too much what is due to myſelf, ever to uſe 
itt againſt a man who has forfeited both probity 
nd honour, My pen he cannot deſpiſe ; it 
haas never yet been proſtituted to the purpoſes 
of falſchood or of malice; but having openly 
-. and avowedly borne teſtimony to the truth, it 


has 


3 


1 


has plunged the dagger in his breaſt, holding 
him up to the world a ſtriking though miſerable _ 


example of a wicked man caught in the ſnare 


he had ſpread for others, and of the certain infamy 
which ſooner or ater an a vicious conduct. 


R. STEWART. 


Mr. 5 has publiſhed 5 Fs many re- 
pecrable Gentlemen, to certify his punctuality in 
buſineſs, and general good character. But to efta- 
Miſh his punfuality, is to eftabliſh his guilt; and to 
adduce teſtimonies to general character, is an expedient 2 
which every man accuſed of a crime, apparently in- 

conſiſtent with his former conduct, has had recourſe to. 

Some recent and remarkable inſtances of this, in trials 
N forgery, muſt be in the recollection of every one. 
A man's general chara#er : may well n Ae. 

50 but 1 never can e Pal. live e, 
| TT 43>, 


Wes: 2. "IT — 
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* 1 
Euren of + a Latter from Mr. Pak to Colonel Hanoi, ” 


dated Ottober , 1176, in which the account, for the 8 


balance whereof ; the Note > to hand was ee Was I : 
Os: | 4 


8 it is 451 that ſhort a accounts 3 rs fits, 
7 that 1 do not intend to alter towards you until 
08. you land in the King's Bench priſon, for bribing and 


 & corrupting ; and that I believe I ſhall not even quit you e 


e en 4 hurry my account, or rather the continuation, © 


cc“ to your hands. If) you approve, ſend me a chit, or ſome- 
thing in the promiſſory way, acknowledging that you this 


f 2 


5 & day owe me ſo much money, that, aa we aj Y, our _ 7 


: 60 * heirs — have no _ 9 


1 15 3 
Euros of a 1 from Mr. Prefer to Colonel Hamnay, i 
dated 19th July 1781, in which an account was in- 
cloſed, flating their money tranſactions to that time, 
including the whole articles of the former accounts 
tranſmitted in 1775 and 1776, with intereſt charged, 
and which conſequently Included the ſum * which 
> the Note was given. 5 ; 


« 1 AM juſt arrived on board my bone? and write prin- 
ff + ciplly to incloſe yur! account current 3oth April laſt, 
15 66 balance 


r 94 = ; 
cc r in my favour, current rupees 6842: 3: 2, n 
ce 3 684 4: . 5 | ' 


&« It was not my intention, originally, to have charged 


* you intereſt ; but as ſuch a length of time has inter- 


* vened, and that I have invariably paid intereſt to every 
| & man of whom I ever had money, you would not, I am 
„ ſure, thank me for omitting to ſtate an intereſt-account 
« with you. It is in this perſuaſion that I have adopted 
C the general cuſtom of buſineſs, and my own invariable 


4 mode of ſtating accounts, I believe I have paid as 
% much money for intereſt, theſe fourteen years, as would 


„ purchaſe me a German principality. Should I have 
„ committed any miſtake, or that you have no time to 
„ examine the account, I beg you will at all events, on 
* receipt of this, tranſmit me a bill to Patna, on Cal- 
* cutta, for current rupees 4614, $8: _ payavie; if + Er 

1-08 pleaſe, to James Gran, or order,” 


OOF . 
thr, Ranſiy Haney to Mr. Hale, without date „ 


/ Sire. 
ISELIEVE I miſunderſtood. you che aher morning, in 
5 thinking that you claimed the amount of the promiſſory 
Note, independent of the DIS of me account. current. 
Pray am 1 ds or not: >. 


4 D x = 

Ar. F raſer to Wi. Ramſay Ms. dated muas ne 

which was s the F706 FP er 178 3˙ 5 
Dear J | 1 5 

Tur promiſſory Note belt neither 1 ar at 1 
| in the Karen, muſt necellarily be W of that 
10 . e account, | 


t y 


| poco, and the balance of it. If you wiſh for any : 
_ Elucidation of the account, or the mode or amount of and 
2 — be * to inform me. 


: E * 
Fs AG; Bang to Mr. Dale. 105 
Fir, b 5! | | | 

I weveR imagined your ai on a my ltere eltate 5 

- to be of the magnitude it appears to be, and will therefore 
be obliged to you to inform me how it aroſe ; that is, on 
Tohat occaſh on the Note Twas granted, and why it was not in- 
- ſerted in the accounts- current that have been ſent in ſubſe- 


5 quent to the date of i BY alſo beg to Know the 92 fun 7 bs 
8 antes to demand "of the ate. bd 


„„ 

A. ' Frafir to Mr. e in 3 10 BY aus. 5 
1783. 

Dar . . 


1 have no demand on your late 1 but 2 alle 15 confli.- 5 : 


ing letter, dated go ap night, th at 1 March 20, . 


tuted by his promiſſory Note, and the ſmall balance of the open 


account; both ori ginated from money advanced ſolely to 
accommodate his convenience, as often thankfully acknowledged 


by him. T did not chuſe to involve the Note, which I held of 


nearly equal validity with a bond, in an account current, 
= from which it was diſtinct, and on which there was a balance 

due tome; and he did not defire it. I had, moreover, fome \ - 

_ difficulties about intereſt. After the amendment of his money 

concerns, I frequently ſignified the wiſh to be reimburſed bath 

without preſſing it. He ſuggeſted different modes of liguidat- 195 

ing the . to _u the — of bis , Cc. &c. ; * ; 
an 


f 
| 
{ 
Y 
1 


. 
; 
1 
| 
be 
J 
4 
U 
5 
y 
' 
; 
1 


„„ oo} 


at laſt year he aſſured -me, that he had, the Auguft pr * | 


ceding, tranſmitted me bills on you for a conſiderable amount 'E 
ut I never received them, nor any others. I have been 


looking for ſome papers and letters to ſend you ; but I cannot lay 


1 my hands on them to- Funk though I have detained ur hir- 
—_ purpoſely. 25 WE | 


The New 1 dated 19h Oase, - 2576, Air current ; 
rupees 10,120; and I believe e is nan on. 
uy" to the time 92 his death at N 1 


*. 
1 890 215 G 5 $55.6 
Ihe, Hier to Mr. + Hama, dated 22d March 178 3. 


Dear Sir, 3 
On enquiry I find it an  eftabliſhed dale in court to 


allow intereſt on promiſſory Notes; I propoſe therefore to 
charge your brother's eſtate to the 13th Auguſt laſt, Be- 
 eauſe my own preference, declaredly,- ta the more complex 


account of Harper has been the cauſe of WD... Tf 25 am 0 ; 


= it will ſtand thus: 


Promiſſory Note, dated 13th October : | Current rupees. 
I ew = 10,120 8 6: 

| Intereſt thereon from the Lats to 0 13th | | | 
N 1751. 10 foe cent. — 5-903 1 10 0 


— 


ys . 16,024 2 6 5 


5 balance of account t current. 


Pleaſe to ſend me the copy of the account ae 7 of with you, 5 
that I may ſign it and ſend it, with the promiſſory Note, and 
any acquittance or diſcharge you may think neceſſary. When . 

it Hall ſuit your convenience to di N . IO T0 | 
8 fooner the more convenient hos ek 


Dear Sir, &e, OE 


[ 97 1 


(H) . 
Mr. Hannay | to Ar. Fraſer, without date 
Daw Sir, 


TRE executors of the will of my deceaſed Wecker con- 9 
5 ſider the information that you have given them reſpecting the- 


< promiſſory Note inſufficient to juſtify their paying the 
amount; and I muſt therefore beg the favour of you to 
ſend me ſome other vouchers, particularly the account 5 

= from which the balance of ea: 33 2is taken. 3 


8 a) 
Mr. Fraſer to Mr. ke. dated 22d March 1783 3. 


' Dear Sir, us : 
I have this moment your Note; but I cond honeſtly 


| | 5 to you I do not underſtand it. S would be very glad on | 
5 this, and every occaſion, to give ſatisfaction to the exe-.. 
cutors of your brother's will; but I confeſs I think it an 


Aumnuſual thing to be called on formally for vouchers i in ſup-= 
port of the promiſſory Note written and ſubſeribed by the 
deceaſed ; ; and when I intended to have ſent you the other 


evening ſome letters, it was for your private ſatisfaction 


and information, and not formal proof. If the Note does 
not ſufficiently eftabliſh the debt in law, I muſt have recourſe . 
to ſuch collateral proofs as may be in my phwer ; and in the 
mean time, to prevent uſeleſs trouble and waſte of time, I muſe 
beg the favour of you to inform me explicitly, Whether the 
executors, through you, refuſe to pay the Note, and for what | 
reaſons? that I may inform myſelf, Whether it may be moſt 


= my intereff and conventence to ! the . in this . 


 colentry or in Europe? 
J will ſend the account you wwant as ron as 7 9A it POLE 


but my 4 writer "00 been 4. ck 5 2 From me . three 1 


Weeks, 2 e 3 1 


1 98 


197”. 
Mr. Frofer to Mr. Hanny, 2 30 March, 178; 3. 


Dear Sir, F 
« On a reference to your note elend, which was de- 


ce ſivered to me juſt as I got up from ſleep, I perceived E 
e did not ſufficiently advert to the reaſons aſſigned by the 
_ « executors of Colonel Hannay for refuſing to pay the de- 

& ceaſed's promiſſory note, —the inſufficiency of the infor- 


c mation I had given reſpecting it. I beg leave to ob- 


N ſerve, that I never meant by my communications with * 10 | 
 & add to the validity of that inſtrument, nor did I conceive ii 
« neceſſary; or required of me. The executors of Colonel 
Hannay act upon oath, and 7 reft the Colonel: promiſſory 
| 2 note upon its own ground, without aſking or wiſhing any 

&« favour at all to it, from the heirs or executors. F a 
e do not think themſelves warranted to pay it on its own _ 
e Principle and felf- evidence, no collateral information of 


& mine ought to induce them; on the other hand I owe it, in 


e juftice to myſelf, to adept the moſt expedient means of ſup- 
EO porting and ſecuring what I know to be very clearly my 
« right; and, to prevent miſunderſtanding, beg leave to 
e revole the arrangement of intereſt in my note to you of 
"Bs yeſterday ; ; holding :t fair, in a deciſion at law, to take my 
„ « chance of what it grants: 12 per cent. I am told, is the 
e intereſt allowed by the Court; and, if I am rightly in- 
_ formed, the refuſal of a demand authoriſes the charge to 
ie day of payment. As theſe circumſtances make a 
bd, ce conſiderable difference, I think it neceſſary to mention 
„ them, that they may not afterwards appear novel. I 
« lament very much the trouble created to you, indi- 
5 is vidually, in this buſineſs, and wiſh I had earlier under- _ 
4 ſtood the intention of the executors. I beg you wil 
| « excuſe this additional, but of os on 1 the . 25 


1 „ 


„ N. N By this new arrangement Mr. F nere de- 
mand ſtood thus: | 


| Promiſſory note dated 13th | Current rupees Ts 
Oc. %% 10 8 6 
Intereſt at 12 per Cent. per F 
Ann. from̃ 13th Oct. 1776, 

to 23d March, 17835 is 
ix years, five months, ten 


Ow DE SO AY 7826 6 6 


Current tupeet | 15,666 I "4 0 
or, 704K 135. ſterling, which was the ſum therefore he 
claimed of Colonel Hannay' s executors more than was 


2 due to him. | V 


x L ) 1 Fo 
875 . Home to Mer. Henry Stark, i 


- Pi 8, og 5 

As we are apprehenſive Mr. Falte may foy in anſwer 

to the bill, that he has ſent the note of hand to England, 
= we think it may be neceſſary to make a demand for the 
return of it before the ſailing of the packet: I ſubmit to 

vou the propriety of it, and if you think it right, requeſt 
that you will, without any delay, make the demand. Lou 
may inform him, that our reaſon for demanding it is, that 
woe are * 1 — it bat been 9 * 


K M 7 * 
1 Ms 2 to Ms 2 Stark. 
I An this moment — with your note of the 8th, 
-Þ am my little verſed in matters of law, and cannot make an 


[ 100 1 
anfiver to this note Jill Saturday morning, when I ſhall bei in 
RG; and furniſh you with my reply. 


NE = N * ” 
Mr. Fraſer to 2 5. Stark, FRE Thurſday morning, ” 
e that i 45 roth e 1783. | 


. Gentlemen, 5 | | SO: 
Jvsr as I came home laſt night. I received and ac- 
Aotedand your note of the 8th, promiſing an anſwer on 
8 Saturday morning. The executors of Colonel Hannay 
| never intimated to me that the deceaſed's promiſſory note 
] vas diſcharged in his life-time : they demurred to the pay- 
: maent on a plea of inſufficiency of vouchers ; and, hurt at 
| it, I fignified an intention, if I found it praQticable, to 
enforce payment in Europe; but I have ſince done no- 
tting at all in the buſineſs. I think the plea now ſet up 
in the requiſition, through you, is intended to compel an: - 
Fr ng in this country; but taking the literal mean- 
! - Mg it conveys, you may believe, a very unpleaſing impu- 
3 . reg and I aſſure you upon my word, Gentlemen, as Jam 
. Teddy bo confirm upon oath, that I am not conſcious of any _ 
= ground in the world, on which the executors of Colonel Han- 
= nay can found uch a ſuſpicion. I am poſt truely clear I never 
98 charged this note to Colonel Hannay's account in any manner 
whatever, nor ever received value for it from him, or any body ok 
l elſe, by myſelf, or any other perſon authoriſed by me. But if - 
| the executors think they have any juſt grounds to ſuppoſe 
dhe contrary, I will be moſt ready to give ſatisfaction in 
every reaſonable point; and if they have any proof, 1 will, 
they may be aſſured, not only be ready to give up the _.. 
note, but render any recompence ſuitable to the occaſion. | 
After this declaration, I think it will be candid to tell me 
what 1 is meant or alluded to; and from you, Gentlemen, 5 


8 1 beg 


L 1618 J 

I beg the favour to be informed. I am quite ignorant of 
law, as I believe you are acquainted, and, added to my 
general averſion to litigation, I ſhould be particularly re- 
luctant to engage now in any controverſy that might pro- 
bably require more time to decide than I propoſe to re- 
main in the country. 7 ſhall not ſeek any information i in the 

| 0 fl until ¶ hear ad 1 8 in n anſiuer to big. 5 


"(> 0 Y 5 
Ar kum v to Me Mes. Starks. 


| Gentlemen, 1 
Tux reaſons why the executors of the will of Colonel , 


1 Hanne demurred paying the promiſſory note demanded 


by Mr. Fraſer, was, becauſe they then had ſome doubts of 


188 being due; and why they now demand the return of 05 


it, is, becauſe they are ſatisfied the doubts they then entertained _ 
dꝓere not groundleſs. If Mr. Fraſer is aſſured that the Note 

of hand has never, by any means, been diſcharged, no in- 

35 formation we could give ought to induce him to deliver it 


— 5 up; and, in that caſe, we muſt try what a law proceſs 


can do, in eſtabliſhing our right to have it returned and 


| cancelled. If, on the other hand, he is of opinion the 


note is not juſtly due, he cannot require our reaſons for 
not paying wig to prevail: on him. to deliver 1 it up when de- 


Z - manded. 


This you will oleaſe to inform Mr. Frets, and, at the 5 
fame time, we expect his _ Una determination without . 


1 . 


[ w 1 ] 


(?) wo 
a. Fraſer to Mr. Foy, dated Tueſday morning, t at : 
„ * * ibid 
Dear Sir, 


I xxRCC HED to hows had the 1 of beat from 
you yeſterday, To put an end to this buſt neſs of your bro- 
ther*s note altogether, I here incloſe it to | be * which, 1 = 

_ ſuppoſe, i 15 ons that « can be required. 


ES 6 0.) 
Mr. 2 to Mr. Proſer fame date. 


818; 


* HAVE received your letter, with its Wa the pro- 


85 miſſory note, granted to you by my dechaled Dots . 
© the balance of an account current. | 


The recovery of this note was. certainly all the executors 5 


had in view in the ſteps they have uſed ; but, as they have 


neceſſarily incurred ſome expence, in employing counſel, &c. they 


 expett that you are to pay it, and I ſhall therefore direct Mr. 


15 Star k to ee in ous. bid FW. 1 * you to . 85 


55 A 
- The on IGINAL LETTER of 12th * 1780, Hom 
Mr. Fraſer to Colonel mm then — 0 Fan. 
877 dear Major, 1 
I wRoTE you the gth inſtant, covering s of a let- 
ny the from Harper, and preſſing you to haſten the adjuſtment : 
of his account, which I now earneſtly entreat. The poor 
fellow ſeems in great tribulation about the untoward ſtate | 
of his affairs, and no wonder, I begged of you alſo, in my 
laſt, to o let me have abill on Calcutta, for hve or ' 6000 rus 


pees 


5 will _ 
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pees on my own account, Should you have any 00 in 
Calcutta that you can command, will you oblige me by an 
order for 20,000 rupees, to be replaced within two montbs? 
I will thank you if you do. But at all events, my friend, 

fail not in writing me two or three lines in deny, and you. 


Your affeQionate friend, 


(TJ. FRASER. | 


Meru abus Corv. 


n. vue: n what My. F raſer deli vered ind ate fo be an. 
à true copy of the ME letter. 5 
V dear Mei-, Ss | 1 - 

1 WROTE you the gth inſtant, covering ex of a Jets | Mutilated | 
ter from Harper, and prefling you to haften the adjuſtment copy of 

5 | | 3 5 5 etter of 

of his account, which I now earneſtly entreat. The poor 1th Sept. 
fellow ſeems i in great tribulation about the untoward ſtate 1780 
of his affairs, and no wonder. I begged of you alſo in 


my laſt to let me have a bill on Calcutta for five or 6000 


: rupees on my own account. Should you have any caſh in 


Calcutta that you can command, will you oblige me by an order 
for 20,000 rupees, and I will thank you if you do; but at 
all events, my friend, fail not in writing me two or N 
= lines i in reply, and you will oblige On + 
Your affectionate friend, 


FRASER. 


” (S) 1 ” 
BE Copy fo an qeriginet letter from Colonel Hannay ts Mr ra. 5 
Produced by is latter.” 90 
| — Sept. I 7 I 780. : 
. PIs Frafer, | 5 
* HAVE had the 1 to receive your 3 of the 7, 
us inclobng me extract from a letter of Harper's by the 
. Duke 
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Duke of Kingſton. I too ſenſibly feel his loſſes, poor fel- 
low, not to be as ſolicitous as any man can be to bring 
the elephant concern to as advantageous a cloſe as poſſible; 


and you muſt do me the juſtice to admit, that it has not 


been owing to any neglect or blame of mine, that it has 
been kept ſo long in ſuſpence. The original ſale of the 
_ elephants amounted to 108,000 rupees ; Harper's advance 
on the purchaſe was 22,000 current rupees ; mine was far 
more conſiderable. There is ſtill upwards of 16,000 1 
Halee Sicca rupees due by Polier upon this concern. In 
November laſt I paid you 35,000; I had before paid 
Burton a conſiderable ſum, I believe about 5000 rupees, 
but which I cannot aſcertain, until 1 return to my canton- 
ments where my papers are. All theſe circumſtances I 
mentioned to you before, when we were together; but 
Ss you ſeem to forget that they made ſo ſenſible an impreſſion 
upon you then, that you expreſs]y engaged, in the receipt 
for the 35,000 rupees, that, if it exceeded the ſum which 
might appear due to Harper upon the final ſettlement of 
the account, you was to repay me the ſurplus; and write 
to me for remittances, as if I were in poſſeſſion of the 
funds. I believe, Fraſer, you tranſmit Harper copies of 
al your correſpondence upon his money matters: let me 


ſubmit it to your own reflection, whether, upan his peruſal | 


of your letter, now before me, it mult not appear to him, 
that without conſideration either to his convenience, or 
the rights of friendſhip, I am wilfully keeping poſſeſſion of 

> his: money, the contrary of which you well know to be the 

fact. In the courſe of a month I ſhall be able to ſee and 


decide upon the probability of recovering Polier's debt 1 


and, if there is even a ſhadow of my being able to recover 
it, I mean to give Harper credit, and take the debt upon 
myſelf; and, until this is effected, what purpoſe can it 
anſwer for me to ſend you the account? If there is any 
balance Que 1 to > Harper at that time,” 1 will give TT a bill 


1 


my 
on Calcutta for the amount; and if the reverſe is the caſe, 
I will of courſe call upon you for the difference: and 
with reſpect to your private account and mine, if you will be 
ſo good, my friend, as make it up to the firſt of next month, 


a” ſend it me, Iwill inſtantly grant you a bill on Calcutta for ., 


the balance, I am far from well, and living in a country 
' which is as bad as the fens of Lincolaſhire; fo that I mall 
| * add that Lever am, = : 
My dear Prat, 
Your ſincerely affectionate and faithful Wien 


ALEX. HANNAY. 


(Tete fabricated Lee 5 | 


The following was atteſted by Mr. Fraſer as a true 
9 of what he wrate to Colonel . in * 1 
to the preceding letter. . 


1 5 2h dear Hannay, 


O the eve of my departure fram Digah [received your . 


letter from the Fens. I hope they'll prove as fertile in 
9 preparing for the London market as thoſe of Lincolnſhire; . 


if not, I ſhall for ever execrate them for the untoward 5 1 
fluence they ſuddenly have acquired on the temper of my 


friend. I have been at this place now till L am tired; and 
I hope to quit it by the middle of the month. Iam 


writing to Harper by theſe ſhips ; but, my friend, I never . 


ſent him any part of our correſpondence. I have always con- 
| ſidered it of a private nature: when it becomes neceſſary to 
ſend him any correſpondence, it muſt be formally carried on, : 
and ſigned by me as his acting attorney, and .not your friend, 
6 This neceſſity, however, hope, will never occur. The 
only thing we differ upon is his right to intereſt on the 
ſums you received through Mr. Middleton, and had the 


5 uſe of, until you Pay ment to me at Lucknow of 35000 | 


L. Sicca . 


L. Sicca rupees ; and this we can, at en convenience, 
refer to the opinion of ſome friends. The clauſe in my 
receipt to you was very proper, becauſe at that time the 
Nabob's bond for the balance, principal and intereſt, 
_ aſcertained in March 1777, about 30,000 rupees, was 
then outſtanding, together with the balance of Polier's 
account, 20,000, incluſive of intereſt, drawn out by 
myſelf at your defire, and admitted by my with ſome | 
little variation in the batta. | 
Taheſe were the funds whence I expecled your ability to 
aid Harper; and I ſtill ſincerely truſt you will be able to 
obtain credit for thoſe ſums in the Fouzdar* 8 accounts with 
the Vizier. I know I need not urge you. I know, full 
well, the trouble you have had in this concern. I was 
an eye- witneſs to your perſeverance, when we were fello p- 
labourers at Aſuph's court. I know alſo the ſincerity and 
=. diſintereſtedneſs of your friendſhip for Harper :—but, my ” 
trend, conſider the predicament I ſtand in between you: 
LI have the happineſs to be eſteemed the friend of both; 
. and [ hope never to have the misfortune of forfeiting any 
=: part of the partiality of either of you. I love and eſteem 
you both, and would act equally for either; and I am 
8 ſure, my dear friend, you will, on cool e acquit 
me of any impropriety in either, in the application which 
ſeems to have diſpleaſed you. I muſt pay another viſit to 
Lucknow; and ſhall, if poſſible, ſtorm your incamp- 
ment in my way. You have not yet replied to my laſt requi- 
* tion of 20, ooo; but it is immaterial, as I am at preſent. 


ſufficiently provided, News I know nes and politics 5 
| we'll talk of in your . . | 


(True copy) IF am, ae 
Calcutta Dec. | ON 1780. 1 Bs F. RA 8 E R. 
LN. B. Mr. Fraſer ſays that this letter was dated the 


1 Aae 1781, and that the copy . 


[ a } 
rtrſt December 1780 proceeded from a miſtake of 
his clerk. It will be remarked that both month and 
| LN are thus ſaid to have been miſtaken” _ . 
Ik L underſtand the word requiſition, it means not 
| aſking a 8 but e as 105 9125 1 


( . 
ba); The je Afr which be Dy made, the original bring ford by : 
e executors 1 8 the Jets award. Ty = 


th dear Colonel, 
I nave often complained of your not ita fo this | 


$i 


= place; but I was unexperienced. I am now only ſur-. 


| prized, that any man, not reſident here, can ever write at 
all, I am here now exactly two months, and what with _ 


running about recognizing. old friends, and forming new 


acquaintances, I find myſelf totally unfit for writing. 


Let this ſtate of mind, and your own experience, plead my 
| apology for not replying to your letter on the ſulject of Har- 
pers affairs. I received it when I was buſy preparing or 
my trip hither, and not having brought it with me, I can 
now only tell you, that you were wrong in all your poſi- 
tions and ſuppoſitions. I never in my li ife ſent the copy 1 
letter to one friend in this country to another out of it, in elu- 
| eidation of buſineſs ; 3 and / ſhould be little pleaſed with any 
man that would uſe any part of. my private correſpondence in 


| that way. When I ſhall have occaſion to make uſe of my cor- 
reſpondence with you, I will ſign myſelf as attorney for Harper, 


And not as Jour friend, claiming your confidence. I will here- 


after rep to Your letter. This i is an 1 for the delay = 
only. | 
1 Perhaps you may . news: I wiſh Todi ſatisfy 
| your expectation. The new military arrangements will, 
1 believe, be complete by Fe and take place i imme- 
5 | | | 
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diately. Your captains will all be promoted to the rank 
of majors; but I hope you cannot be otherwiſe affected. 


the experience and capacity of Mr. Murray, the com- 


pany's general. P. Murray is acting adjutant- general; 
Colonel Hampton commands at the fort, and Colonel 
Blair at Baruckpore; Colonel Pearce will, I believe, be 
ready to leave this in five days. The Mahratters, to 
od the number of 18,000, . with about 20,000 Pindarry lads, bo 
on this ſide of the Maha Muddy, and the black gentry, are 
_ frightened with the perſuaſion of an irruption into Mid- : 
napore and Burdwan. I believe there is very little reaſon 
for ſuch an apprehenſion. It does not ſeem to be doubted 
by the ſeafaring people, that Goddard will be able eaſily to Tz 
convey his troops in open boats to the Myſore country: 
and it can never be doubted, that the veteran leaders on 
| the coaſt will be able to ſupport the reputation they have 
been diſtinguiſhed for. It ſeems, however, to be a very_ 
ſerious buſineſs there. They depend on us for ſupplies of 
5 proviſion. About fifty veſſels have ſailed this month, and 
more preparing; but a late capture of a veſſel in the bay, | 
by a French privateer, and intelligence of five or ſix being 
; cruiſing about, has occaſioned a great alarm, and will, I 
am afraid, create ſome difficulties to our intended ſupplies. - 
I believe the governor has it in view to make a ſerious re- 
form in the civil line, as well the revenue as commercial. 
It is fully as requiſite i in the latter as in the former. [re- 


turn to Patna in a few days, and will. write you thence; ; 
| mean while believe me, as I truly am, 


Vour affectionate and fachful friend, 


%%% ons J. FRASER. 
Calcutta, December 24, 1780. | 


. 


Wes rules : 10 
to wit. 


n. Hifermation Ul 2 BInp, Builr, of Prince : 
” RY” _ Aan. pe | 


Wins beuge upon oath 2751 that as a monte or 
1 8 five weeks ago, being in company with Henry Lowry, of 


Ogle-ftreet, St. Mary-le-bone, and Benjamin Hardy, of 
the ſame place; he heard Lowry ſay to Hardy, that he 


had been deſired by Mr. Fraſer to enquire after the places 
_ uſually reſorted to by Captain Stewart, that Mr. Fraſer ſaid, 


be would ſpare no expence to learn. Mr. Hardy deſired 


to know what Mr. Frazer's reaſons were for making 
theſe enquiries, when ſaid Lowry replied, that Mr. Fraſer 
| had told him, he believed Captain Stewart had come over 


from India, on purpoſe to be an evidence againſt Mr, 
— Haſtings, or words to that purpoſe ; therefore loſe no 


time (added Mr, Fraſer), but endeavour to watch him; 
if he takes a coach, do you take another, and follow 


him; ſee and make yourſelf acquainted with his cle; 
no money ſhall be wanted, provided you can find out the 


places he reſorts to. The deponent further ſays, that he. 


5 the ſaid Hardy, in reply to the above, obſerved, that he 
thought he the ſaid Lowry acted in a very improper 


manner, and not like a tradeſman at all, in undertaking 
| ſuch a buſineſs; to which ſaid Lowry anſwered, that that 
was the opinion of Mrs. Fraſer, who, he added, ited. 


him not to do any thing 1 in the buſineſs, and that he ought _ 
to tell Mr. Fraſer, that Captain Stewart was gone out of _ 


town, ſhe Mrs. Fraſer being reſolved to get Mr. Fraſer 


out of town as foon as poffible. "TI in the further 


JJ courſe 
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05 Sworn this roth day of June, 


t mo J 


5 bl of ths converſation between the faid Lowry and 
the ſaid Hardy, he the deponent learned that there had 


been ſome diſpute between Mr. Fraſer and Captain 


Stewart, which Mr. Hardy ſeemed to think might event- 
ually produce bad conſequences ; for he obſerved, that if 
Captain Stewart loſt his life, it was a fin which he, 

Lowry, would have to anſwer for one day, or words to 
that purpoſe, The deponent further ſays, that from the 
earneſtneſs which Mr. Fraſer had ſhewn in the buſineſs, 
| he concluded it was ſomething immediately concerning 
| himſelf, and not Mr. Haſtings, which made him act in 
the manner he had done; and as he had reaſon to believe 
that bad deſigns were formed againſt Captain Stewart, he 
thought it his duty, as an honeſt man, to inform him 
thereof. He further ſays, that he has heard ſaid Lowry 
ſay to Mr. Hardy, that he had been deſired by Mr. Fraſer 
| to try to become acquainted with the chairmen in the 
neighbourhood of where Captain Stewart lived, in order 
to learn if they carried any letters for him, the ſaid 


Stewart, that he e fall on e means of e 
. ing ene % 


* BIRD. 


9 before me, 
Jenn an 


r 111 ] 


. io ot tt... 
1 to wit. 5 1 Fe 


: The Information of Has Downey; 7 No 150 Orte- PR = 
200 drag le- eee be ee taken Ke 1 8 me fy 


[OR 3 upon ans ſays, that tbo a e or 
15 thres weeks ago he was deſired by Mr, James Fraſer, of 
Golden-ſquare, to make enquiry (and privately. as he 
believes) when Captain Stewart of No 85 in Newman 
ſtreet intended to go out of town, where he uſually dined, 
and at what hours he generally went out. That he this 
informant went two or three times to No 85 in New. 
man-ſtreet, under pretence of hiring lodgings, but with | 
intent to get the information above mentioned. That he 
alſo made enquiries of the chairmen, and at a public 
houſe in the ſaid ſtreet for faid purpoſe. That at one of 
| the times, when he called at No 85 in Newman-ftreet, 1 
he told the maid- ſervant that he ſhould be glad to ſee 20 
Captain Stewart in the ſtreet, but did not with to ſpe 
to him in his own lodgings. That on Saturday laſt he 
© ſaw ſaid maid-ſervant at the Blue Poſts in ſaid ſtreet ; that 


he aſked her at what coffee-houſe Captain Stewart l 


dined, and believes he added, that if ſhe would tell him, 
he would make it worth her while. That about a week 
ſince, he told Mr. Hardy, with whom he lodges, what 
_ enquiries Mr. Fraſer had deſired him to make, when ſaid 
_ Hardy ſaid, that he thought it a very black buſineſs, and 
that he, ſaid Hardy, would not be employed in it. And 
this informant further ſays, that he himſelf thought that 
the making the before-mentioned enquiries, particularly _ 
. from the manner in which they were requirod to be uw, 
3 | 1 . 


eee 
1 I 1 


( m2 1 | 5 
was a very improper buſineſs for him to undertake; wi 
that he ſhould not have done it, if he had not been afraid 
of loſing Mr. Fraſer's buſineſs as a cabinet-maker. , 

That Mr. Fraſer deſired this informant to follow Cap- 
tiin Stewart, when he ſhould ſee him in the ſtreet, and 
ö let him know where he went; and alſo that he this in- 
| formant ſhould get acquainted with Captain Stewart's. 


| clerk, in order to learn with more e where the” 
N 8 25 , dined. 


H E N R Y L 0 W R v. 
wen babies me this 0% 

day of June 1796. 

85 | SAMPSON Waichr. 5 


: Tun 640 Hairy Lowry further bad, that he had | hoon 
Ss 0 inſtructed by Mr. Fraſer to find out the hours at which 
ccCagtain Stewart uſually came home at night, and that 
Mrs. Fraſer having found out that ſome ſecret buſineſs 
was going on between him the ſaid Lowry and Mr. 
Fraſer, about Captain Stewart, expreſſed her apprehen- 
ſions of the conſequences, as ſhe ſaid they (Fraſer and 


Stewart) had had ſome diſpute, and ſhe wiſhed Lowry not 
- to continue his enquiries. i 


| This he declared i in preſence of: . to us, 


| JAMES CARMICHAEL SMYTH. 
b. SCOTT. 


; 14. T7 


4 * As ts of the 1 Wen! Mr. | rally 
"publiſhed if his Anſwer, in atteſtation of bis 
character, contained expreſſions which I felt it 
| Incumbent on me to take notice of, and have 
cleared up, the correſpondence which that cir- 
cumſtance gave riſe to, is with propriety intro- 
duced here: it requires no further explanations | 


and will teak tor itſelf. 


* 0 Aexander Champion, 25. 
8 1 R, 


1 your loner to Mr. James F raſer of the 
Ich of June laſt, you had confined yourſelf merely to 
ſignify your opinion of his character, I ſhould not 


no have had occaſion to addreſs you. But, as in 


1 that letter, although you have not mentioned my 


name, you have made uſe of expreſſions which 


| ſeem to convey a reflection on my conduct, I call ; 
upon you to declare, in direct terms, whether, 


by the malicious aſperſions of his enemies, you 


alluded to the Narrative I publiſhed of the tranſ=_ 


actions between him and the executors of the late 


Colonel Hannay. If ſuch was your intention; Mr. - 
Wood, who does me the honour of being the 


| bearer of this, will communicate to you my further 


. ſentiments and reſolutions on this ſubject. 
This explanation I ſhould have demanded of you 
at an earlier period, had I not confidered it as 
my firſt duty completely to convict Mr. Fraſer, 
and to expoſe the ae and falſehood of the flimſy | 


K Po 


* wy 
apology for his conduct, by which he has lately 
endeavoured to impoſe upon che Public. 


I am, 1 
8 SIR, 5 
: Your moſt obedient, | 
I 1 humble Servant, 
Southampton, 
. TEE ROBERT STEWART, 5 


25 0 Rebert Stewart, 85. 
Y I 8 


I nave received your letter of the 3oth Septem- 
| 8 and do not heſitate to declare, that in expreſſ. 
ing a wiſh that Mr. Fraſer might be able to refute 
the charges brought againſt him, I had not the 
moſt nt intention of e upon. your N 
character or conduct. 


I have the honour, to be | 55 
. RIS . 1 
Your mit obedient, 


F humble Servant, 
Southampton, 


. ALEX® CHAMPION, _ 


To „enk; Van Sittart, 21 at Halden n. : 
SI: 


As the firſt part of. your 7 to Mr. James 


Frafer of the 1 3th June, is exprofied. in a — . 
hat 


—— 
— — — 


tw 1 


1 ſeems do 1 reflection on me, I def.. 2 
from you an explicit diſavowal of any ſuch inten- 
tion. Should this not meet your approbation, the 
Gentleman who does me the honour to be the 

beurer of this, will 8 to you 9 further Te": 
Ds ſolution. f 5 FED 


1 ſhould have ky. this N o you 5 


: : much ſooner,, had I not conſidered myſelf called | 


by upon, in the firſt inſtance, completely to convict 


9 Mr. Fraſer, and to point out the fallacies: and 
falſehoods in the apology for his conduct, by 


which he has attempted to impoſe upon, and 7 
785 — the eee of the: Public. . DOE MY 


7 I R, 15 
Four very humble Servant, 
1 1 5 TOS 


| Oktaber 4. i787. | ROBERT STEWART. 


8 So 


25 0 Robert Stewart, 2. og 17 5 5 
8 IR, Holden Hoſe, 08. 4, 17 87. 


1 HAVE 1 your letter of this date. By 5 
the expreſſion made uſe of in my letter of the 


13th June to Mr. Fraſer, I had not the ſmalleſt 

intention of reflecting upon you. The word 

. Was Fa 1 8 from Mr. Fraſer's _ 
letter 8 5 


r 116 . 

letter ta me, which 1 lf rat home; x meant nd 
0 oO 2 
more . accuſations. IP am. r on 
8 >; Tour moſt obe et apt Servant, TEND 


; GEORGE vad SITTART. | 


0 . 4 * 
a 39%, A 1 <4 | 1 0 oY; a ©. 
; ; * 4 4 8 
7 * % 0 


Bua as Calm | Changi ion oy ae 7 OY YT : 
Ng alluded to i in the foregoing Correſpodente.”* Dn 


My dear Sir, Huchlandi, near Guildford, June 75 1 787. ; 


Mv ill health } has prevented my writing ſooner, and ex- 
| preſſing my deep concern for the diſagreeable circum- 
ſtances which you have experienced from the malice of yo 
enemies. I truſt, however, you will be able to refute their 
pe ns Aid tpledy make ou: friends acl 


Ext xtraf 7 from Me. 2 an | Sittart 5 Letter to Mr. Proſe. | f 
Dear Sir, . Biſham Abbey, 13 Fune 1787. 


24 HAVE been favoured with your letter of the 11th, 0 
and doubt not, but your Anſwer, which you ſay is in tage 
preſs, will be found to contain a full refutation of the 


|  aſperſions thrown upon your — 92 
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A 8. nir 11 5 lune + 104 n eee 
. 26, For. 10, 120: 8:6, read 10,120. - 5 
— 29. — 1 for deſcribes himſelf, read afcribes 0 3 

. 7:2 ,, 1 
— 76. Margin for Anſwer, p. 11. read p. 13s N 5 8 


